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4th Lord High Steward of 
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6th Lord High Steward 


of Scotland; died 1283. 


at Damietta 
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Egypt, 1249. 


alter Stewart, 
Earl of Mon- 
teith. 


EZ. Sir John Stewa 


rt of Bonkill and ſed- 
worth, married the heireſs of Bonkill. 
He was killed at the battle of Falkirk, 


Eſizabetn Stewart, mar- 


ried William, Lord 
Douglas, ſurnamed the | 


| The Hovsx of Boxx1LL comprehends all the mot | 


. pages 138, 139. | 


Ancient Families of the Name of STzwaxr ;| 
that is, all thoſe that derive their origin from 
the Lord High Stewards, previous to their ac- 
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ceſſion to the Crown of Scotland. For a par- 
ticular account of the principles on which this 
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compiled, ſee 
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former eſtate was con- 


ferred on him by King 


Robert Bruce. i| 


led at the battle of Halli- 
| con ag Y 
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hill, 1333; les no iſſue. 


tioned 1439. 


and their cadets. 


John, Lord Lorn, died | 
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1469. His natural ſon 
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of Caſtlemilk | 
and Caſlilton ; 
died 1474. | 
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Lyle, father 


* 


0 
” 


— 


| 


» 
” 


o 
— 


n 


— 


rom him are li- 
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ed the preſent 
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of Arthur- | 
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iſſue. 
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| 1. John, 1ſt E. of Athol, men- 
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to E. of Douglas, D. of Tou- 
raine; 2dly, the daughter of 
the Earl of Orkney. 
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Moray. 
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1. John, Earl of a“ 
thol, married Ma- 
ry, daughter to 
Earl of Argyle; 

killed at the battle 

of Flouden, 1513. 
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Iſt, a daughter of Sir 
P. Ogilvy; 2dly, a 


daughter of Murray of 


Philiphaugh. 
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art, Commenda- 
tor of Kelſo, and 
Bilbop of Caith- 


of 
neſs. 


Fl John, Earl of Athol, 


Lord Forbes. 


married, iſt, Grizel, 
daughter to Sir John 
Rattray of Rattray ; | 
2dly, a daughter of 


42.7 
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15 race ended in 

bn, Earl of Athol, 
in the time of 
james VI. who died 
anno 1585, without 
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[Thomas Stewart of 


Gairntully, men- 
tioned in 1452. 
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| Jean, Catha- 1. Alexander, 
rine, Ann, E. of Buchan; 
and Eliza- | married Jean, 
beth Stew- | daughter to 
U arts. Willm. Lord 
Ruthven. 
—— 
Helen and | | John, Earl of Bu- 
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-| | garet, a daughter 
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Dud- 


; 


q 


| 


9 7 Re 
4 _ 

: : 

- : : 


| | | 
The male. Iine of this branch 
ended in James, Maſter of | 
Buchan, who was killed at | 
dhe battle of Pinkie, 1547. 
His grand-daughter Mary 
married John Erſkige, 


_ Earl of Marr. 
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2. Ja.Þtewart of Tra- 
Juain mard. a daugh- | 
ter 
Rutherford; killed 
at the battle of Flou- 
1 den, 1513. | 
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Rutherford of 
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liam Stewart of | 
raquair; married 


the daughter of 
John, Lord Hay 


of Leſter. 
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} Agn 
zabeth, and 
Iſabella 
Stewarts. 


es, Kli- Alex. Stewart 
of Gairntully, 
mard. Matil- 
da, daught. of 
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rom this William are [ 


lineally deſcended the 
family of the Earls of 


|__Traquair. 


L. Evandale; 
1468, &c, 


hos. Stewart 
of Gairntully, 
mard. daugh- 
ter of Murray 
of Tullibar- 


dine. 
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die; which eſtate he ob- 
tained on account of his 
| ſervices in Ireland, died 


ningſide, 1385. 


7 Sir Alan Steuart of 
Daldue ; killed at 
the battle of Mor- 


— — — 


| Iſabella Stewart; mar- 
ried Thomas Ran- 
dolph, Earl of Mo- 


anno 1298. Hardy. 15 | g 
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Sir Walter Stewart of Dal- Sir Jameꝶ Stewart of Preſ. Sir John Stew: Sir Robert Stewart of Dal- Sir Hugh Stewart ; 
ſwinton and Garlies. The| ton and Warwickhill; kil- died unmarried, 


|. ray. 
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expedition, 1419; 


Alan Steuart of Dal- | 
| / diie and Allanton. He 
engaged in the French 


died 1444. 
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__ | Sir Kobert Steaart -1 1 Thad 
died without iſ- | 
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I James Steuart of Al- 

lanton, married He- 
len, daughter of So- 
merville of Camne- 
| than, died 1489. 


9 


T - 
Helen Steuart ; | 
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ried. | 
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| | Margaret TJ | 


art; died un- | 


married. 


aged 88. 


James Steuart of Al- 
lanton, married the 
daughter and heireſs 
of Sir James Tait of 
Earnock; died 1547, 
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[Mar Steuart, | Iſabella Steu- alt. Steuart ; 
married. art; died un- died without 
18 N married. iſſue. 


Lee, died 1549. 


| James dteuart of Al- 

lanton, married Ma- 
rion, daughter of Sir 
James Lockhart of 


| x. Alan Steu- 


[ 2. Robt. Steu- | | Margaret Steu- 


lanton; married He- 
len daughter of 80. 
merville of Humbie. 


James Steuart of AI- 
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"From him are lineally 
deſcended the pre- 
ſent family of Steuart 


nerk ſhire, and its ſe- 
veral cadets. 


of Allanton in La- 
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art; died with- | art; died with- art, married. 
out leaving if- | q out leaving iſ- | 75 
ſue. | fue, 
ny ee 
1. Walter 2. Jo. Steu- Mary Steu- 
| Steuart; art; died art ; mar- 
| died un-] without | ried Sir 
married. leaving iſ- | married. Jas, Cle- 
| +. . 1 - W0- 3 | land of 
| Monk land. 
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be ux 
| GENEALOGY or THE STEWARTS 
REFUTED. 


SIR, _ 
T was not until very lately, that the publica- | 

tion, you are pleaſed to call a © GRENEALOOI- 
4 GAL HisToRy oF THE STEWARTS,” fell into my 
hands. Struck with its comprehenſive title, I was 
induced to beſtow ſome attention on the work; 
and I accordingly found, as I indeed expected, 


that the inveſtigations it involved were in no 
_ {mall degree laborious, and the novel claims, at- 


tempted to be ſet up, ſupported only by e 
five proofs, and feeble arguments. | 
That you are the only perſon, MR No with 5 
the ſubject, who ſeriouſly entertains a doubt re- 
ſpecting the lineage of the Earl of Galloway, I 
think I may pretty confidently aſſert; or who de- 
nies, that, after the ſurviving grandſon of King 
James II., he actually repreſents the moſt ancient 
branch of the Hovsz of Stewart, The defire, 
EE: 2 | indeed, 


WES 


indeed, to Beprivg him of that sende aiftine: 
tion, may be conſidered as extremely natural, 


ſince you claim it for yourſelf. But ſuch preten- 
ſions muſt be maintained by proofs more ſolid and 
ſatisfactory, than any exhibited in your book, be- 
fore they can overcome the ſcruples, or procure 
the aſſent, of an unbiaſſed reader. 

It was, I think, ſo far back as the year 1794, 
that you thought proper firſt to broach this contro- 
verſy. A printed STATE of the EVIDENCE, drawn 
up with much labour, then announced, to your 
friends, the deſign you had formed of claiming the 


right to be heir- male and repreſentative of the 


Darnley and Lennox families, on the demiſe of the 
Cardinal de York. Some time after, a counter- 
ſtate of proofs, diſtinguiſhed by its ingenuity and 


acuteneſs, appeared on the part of the Earl of | 


Galloway. 
A comparative view. of theſe documents was 
more than ſufficient to decide the conteſt. The 


_ candid and judicious were ſoon ſatisfied : Nor is 


the opinion they then formed, in any wiſe diſſi- 
mtlar from that which, they entertain at this mo- 
ment. Here, in my-judgment, genealogical con- 
troverſy was in its true ſphere. The papers, thus 


_ circulated, found their way to all either intereſted 


in the queſtion, or inquiſitive about the iſſue. In- 
dividual curioſity was gratified to the full; and 
the reſult of private judgment wen ſeen, and 
as eaſily collected. | 
But the degree of notoriety which the views 
of either competitor ſoon acquired, was not able 
| | to 


„ 
10 ſatisfy an ambition like yours. Anxious to 
_ diſplay your pretenſions to the world, you deter-. 
mined to bring them forth in a ſtyle far more con- 
ſpicuous. A vaſt Puarto volume accordingly was 
prepared. The deſcent of the Darnley, Lennox, 
and Caſtlemilk families, was minntely authenti- 
cated, and traced back to the 12th century; and 
| the work was dignified with the impoſing title of 
| a © Genealogical Hiſtory of the Stewarts.” The 
competition with Lord Galloway, which, from 
the beginning, might have been comprized in the 
| fize of a nut-ſhell, was now diffuſed over many a 
page. Of your own plea the weakneſſes were fe- , 
dulouſly palliated, the inconfiſtencies reconciled, 
and its ſpecious parts brought forward with an 
air of triumph. But, in this new ſhape, the main 
points of diſcuſſion dwindled into infignificance. 
| They were, in fact, ſcarcely diſcernible, amidſt 
the prodigious maſs of deeds and charters, both 
public and private, that completely environed, 
and was ready to overlay them. Meanwhile, 
your lofty honours, whoſe ſummits were ſeen far 
and wide, dazzled the beholder, and delighted 
yourfelf: But their foundation was veiled, in a 
gloomy magnificence, from the prying eye. | 
What might have been your preciſe motives 
for ſuch an exhibition, it is not eaſy to ſay. Nor 
ſhall I ſtop to inquire of how great moment it is 
to the public to learn, that you are © heir male, 
| © and lineal repreſentative, (after the Cardinal 
0 n of the firſt 1 William Stewart of Ca- 
6 flemilk 


EY 


LEW 


« ſtlemilk (A),“ even had you ſucceeded in eſta, 
bliſhing that pretenſion. But, in an age when li- 


terature and ſcience are ſo ſucceſsfully, as well as 
univerſally, cultivated, it might have been. ſeen, 


that genealogy | was ſuperſeded by more uſeful ob- 
jets, and that, as a: popular topic, it was out of 
date (B). Whether it was, that you had diſcover. 
ed the opinion of a few men of ſenſe and impar-. 


tiality, who had actually examined your claims, 


or whether you hoped, that the pride of Lord 


Galloway would reſtrain him from a public con- 
flict with an adverſary he had already vanquiſh- 


ed, I have not been able to learn. But it is cer- 


tain, that, by this voluminous production, you 
have, with the ignorant, remained maſter of the 
field, in poſſeſſion of the advantages and the tri- 


umph of ſucceſs, although, Derm a doubt, inne ; 


out the laurels of victory. 


I confels, Sir, that the ſhow of ſuperiority, 10 | ; 


little merited, moved my -indignation ; and the 


feeling was warmed into activity by the. requeſt | 
of a friend, connected with the Earl of Galloway, 
that I ſhould draw up ſomething in anſwer to 


the chief arguments contained in this formidable 
work, all tending to demonſtrate that you were at 
Ee the 


ut 
* 


(4) Genealogical Hiſtory of the Stewarts, p- 384, 385 E 
(B) The ſubject here hinted at will be afterwards reſumed : 


in a ſubſequent part of this letter. But here we may ſure- 


ly fay to Mr Andrew Stuart, with at leaſt as much juſtice 


as the Sibyl ſaid to ZEneas and his companions, 


"ou hoc iſtgelzb1 tempus ſpectacula poſcit. 
VIS. Eneid. L. vi. 39. 
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the head of we Houſe-of Stewart. wo e n 


ſtood, he ſaid, ſome public notice of them ſeemed 
indiſpenſable. Silence already had been conſtrued 
into an admiſſion of their validity. In regard to 
Lord Galloway's rights, he ohſerved, he conſider- 
ed them as fully eſtabhliſhed But the printed 
ſtate, which exhibited that evidence, was known 
only to a narrow circle ;\-while-your -Quarto' vo- 
lume, being publiſned tothe world, was already 
in the hands of many. Not that either this gen- 
tleman or myſelf weakly believed there had been 
any public demand, and conſequently any rapid 
ſale, for your book. Yet we were not ignorant of 
the method which was. contrived to promote its 


diffuſion; a method, I own, equally new and ir- 


reſiſtible. He who is at the ſole expence of print- 


ing, is certainly entitled ta the pleaſurs of gratui- 


touſly diſtr ibuting his writings 2 And in both you - 


| had acted with ſuch unequalled liberality, that, in 


a ſhort time, none of your friends, and few: of 
your acquaintances, whether north or ſouth of the 
Tweed, were without ſo ene a taken of as IT 
remembrance (OF! | Dates 
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00 I am credibly gere that the author of the Ge- 
nealogical Hiſtory of the Stewarts is ſo delighted with the 
diffuſion of his book, that he begins already to talk of a fe. 
cond edition being called for by the public. Certainly the 
preſent j is the age of wonders ; and there is no ſuch thing as 


ſaying, a priori, that any event will not happen: But the 
phenomenon in queſtion may: pretty certaialy be "deferred 
ad 9 Kalendar. | 


| THE N 
The taſk, Sir, thus impoſed upon me, I freely 
acknowledge, I did not conſider as Herculean. 
Of him who voluntarily undertakes a conteſt with 
the author of the Genealogical Hiſtory of the. 
Stewarts, it cannot be aſſerted, that he wages 2 
war with'a tremendous adverſary. | 
It can ſcarcely be ſaid of him, 
Optat aprum, aut fulvum deſcendere monte leonem. 
The fat was, T had curſorily acquired ſome 
ideas concerning the actual deſcent of the Houſe 
of BoxRILIL; and a few weeks, which I meant to 
paſs at the eauntgy ha of my friend, would be 
ſufficient to compare them with your new-model- 
led ſyſtem of genealogy. The preſent method, 
therefore, of gratifying him, as well as amuſing 
myſelf, has, in conſequence, been adopted. | 
As a new perſon, who is to figure in this con- 
troverſy, it is true I may poſſeſs ſome advantage, 
in point of impartiality of judgment, over the ac- 

_ tual competitors ; yet, on that account, I fear, I 
ſtand not the leſs in need of a large ſhare of allow- 
ance from the impartial reader. The debate on 

which we are to enter 1s in its nature private and 
perſonal. Its topics are various, and it muſt ne- 
ceſſarily be drawn into conſiderable length (p). 
From ſuch diſcuffions, egotiſm and pertinaciouſ- 
neſs are not eaſily ſeparable, and, in moſt caſes, 
they are; apt to become predominant features. 
Should theſe imperfections too frequently appear 

V injuria, longe | 

Ambages. 
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in ihe preſent. L * 1 fai rly throw myſelf TIN 
the reader's indulgence! and e no But I ap- 


that that noblemeb is in nowiſe 
6btruding the conteſt on the public. ory 
Do not, however, imagine, Sir, that, in t 
endeavouring to propitiate the reader, Fexpett 
that many perſons will honour me with the peru- 
ſal of theſe pages. My defires, as well as expec- 
tations, on that head, are abundantly moderate.” 
Mefirs Cadell and Davies, your bookſellers, 2 
give me credit for the juſtice of the aſſertion, when 
I ſay, that I chearfully limit them to the bs 
of thoſe who have purchaſed; or at leaſt who have 
peruſed, your book. It is a'truth, which it is ſa- 
lutary, although it may not be gratifying to vou 
to learn, that ſueh ſubjects, as are treated in that | 
work, have long ſince fallen into a deplorable ne- 
glect. They have, indeed, ſhared the common 
fate of moſt opinions, once diſtinguiſhed by the 
partiality of men. Their preſent depreſſion is in 
a due proportion ? the former height of their fa- 
vour and popularity. The: truth is, the cauſes 
which have combined to produce the change, lie 
too deep to be eradicated by any ſtretch of power, 
or any inſtitution of policy. Treat, therefore, 
n N app as you will, to engage attention is a 
Even the force of genius itſelf 
con do little, when oppoſed to habit and opi- 
nion; and ſugceſs, I ſuſpect, were alike hopeleſs, 
conki we communge the” method: w_ wane the 
a TR vi 70074 „ 


1 4 10 


eloquence of rere or _ wit 1 excentriety 3 


f Lucian. 


Probably, Sir, you e ee Jifhovened; 


that you are addreſſed by a perſon, who is to 


ſpeak of your pretenfions, and your book, with | 


little deference ; the firſt, becauſe he deems them 


to be without foundation; and the ſecond, be- 
cauſe, having committed yourſelf to the world in 
a literary character, you muſt allow, in others, the 
freedom and independence of literary criticiſm. - 
The character, which the preſent writer is ambi- 
tious to maintain, of a gentleman and a ſcholar, 
will induce him to reſpect the laws of urbanity.. 


On the ſubject of the competition between Lord 


Galloway and yourſelf, he will aſſume the privi- 
lege of treating it ſometimes as ſerious, and fome- 
times as light, as may beſt ſuit his purpoſe: Nor 


will he promiſe, on every occaſion, to compoſe the 


| muſcles of his countenance into the moſt perfect | 
ſolemnity, becauſe he happens to card 


a perſon, 
who lays claim to be heir-apparent, and Ee 
tative, of the Cardinal de York. 1 


In accompliſhing the objects of this Bethe, 1 pur- 


poſe to divide it into THREE Parts. The FirsT 


ſhall compriſe a ſtatement of the Competition be- 


tween yourſelf and Lord Galloway. In that ſtate- 


ment, I ſhall deliver a conciſe narrative of thofe 
hiſtorical facts, and collateral cireumſtances, which. 
conſtitute the evidence in favour of the latter, but 
have not, as yet, been laid before the public And 
theſe ſhall. be followed up with a ſummary vier- 
of the concluſions obviouſly deducible from ſuch- 
evidence. | 


hk, © „ ws 1 


N * Err 
* — £3 Y a 


TS | 


evidence. In the Sæconp Parr, I ſhall WER : 


refutation of the principal Propoſitions on which 
you ſeem to reſt your claims to be Repreſentative 
of the Houſe: of Stewart ( _ - to which ſhall be 
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00 I hall dere PR an As e for 
the various. manner in which the name of Stewart is writ- 
ten in this letter. Surnames, according to the beſt accounts, 


were invented by the N ormans, in the x2th century. About 


the beginning of the 13th, they were introduced into this 
iſland : and Walter, the 5th Lord High Steward of Scot- 
land, who died An. 1241, was the firſt who ſettled the name 
of Stewart on his poſterity. Being obviouſly derived from 
the office, Stewart is, beyond queſtion, the moſt ancient, 
and moſt proper orthography. But different: races, in pro- 
ceſs of time, have found it convenient to alter it, either in 
order to mark their particular deſcent, or to diſtinguiſh chem 
from others of the ſame origin. Accordingly, we find, that 
Stewart, Steuart, and Stuart, have been common among 
numbers. The long and intimate connection between Scot- 
land and France, appears to have given riſe to the idea of 
diſcarding the w from the word, and writing it Stuart, in- 
ſtead of Stewart; as the French, who firſt ſet the example, 
ate without the win their alphabet. The practice, it is 
ſuppoſed, originated with Sir John Stewart of Daruley, 


ſoon after the memorable: campaigns which he ſerved in 


France, in the beginning of the 15th century: But it, has 
been moſt generally, although improperly, applied to the 
royal family by hiſtorians. Queen Mary, from a natural 
partiality to the French manners, alſo contributed to bring 
this innovation into faſhion ; and during her reign, it was 
extremely prevalent. But King James VI. her ſon, con- 


demned the alteration from the former orthography, by in- 
troducing, in ſeveral of his charters and letters patent, clay- 


ſes — to reſtore the latter, The rule ſeems to be, that 
| when 


122 1 


added, ſome farther authorities and. rend j 
tending to evince the fallacy of your - ſyſtem. n The 5 
Tulxyp and laſt Part ſhall be dedicated to a fer 
critical remarks on the Genealogical Hiſtory of the! 
Stewarts as a literary production, as well in regard 
to the matter and ſtyle, as the ſcope and utility of 
the volume. A Genealogical Sketch of the De- 
ſcent of the Houſe of Bonkill is ſubjoined to the 
whole, in order to elucidate the ſeveral reaſonings. 


Mt : i : - 4 ; : b 1 4 N * ; » 


þ BEroxk we enter, Sir, on what is propoſed in 
: the firſt diviſion of the ſubject, it may not be im- 
proper to premiſe a few things, in order to bring 
the reader acquainted with the hiſtory of the com- 
petition, and the temper of the parties: And par- 
ticularly, we ſhall endeayour to delineate the fi- 
gure they have reſpectively n during) ae | 
courſe of this controverſy. - 5 
It is an hiftorical fact Letbdallet dna that the 
name of Stewart was communicated to the royal 
family, 1 the Lord . ee 96 of Scotland.” 
Walter, 85 
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| when the's name in n general 3 is e it t ſhould Serial 
be Stewart; the office Steward; and, in the caſe of parti- 
cular families, that method of a M 7 ought to be fol- 
lowed, which they eee NEVE been et in wm _ 
of uſing, | | | FRY 


(87 


Walter, the 8th who enjoyed that Aiftioguillind 
office, in the year 1315 married the Princeſs Mar- 
jory, heireſs of the crown, and daughter of King 
Robert Bruce; and their ſon, Robert II. became, 
in en us, firſt priuoe of abe e 
line. . LF 6B neee 

Some little time Abeforeglie eee men. 
tioned, the younger brauches of this race had be- 
gun to flouriſh with uncommon vigour. Sir John 
Stewart de Bonkyll, brother to James, the 7th 
Lord High Steward, (paternal grandfather to Ro- 
bert II.), had had a numerous progeny. No few- 
er than ſix of his ſeven ſons leaving iſſue, they be- 
came the ſix great heads of families, from whom 
have proceeded the moſt numerous, as well as moſt 
| ancient, races of the name now exiſting ( 7). Of 
the Earls of Angus, deſcended from the, eldeſt + 
brother, the line ſoon became extindt. Lord 
| Darnley, ſprung from the ſecond, and repreſenta- 
tive of the Earls and, Dukes of Lennox, united the 
line of Bonkill with that of the Lord High Stew- 
ard's, in the middle of the 16th century, by his 
memory of this unfortunate prince are now feebly 
kept alive, in the perſon of the Cardinal de York. 
Hence it follows, that the male repreſentation of 
the Houſe of Stewart muſt, of courſe, be veſted in 
the next branch of the Darnley and Lennox fa- 
milies, after the death of that foreign eccleſiaſtic, 
Buy tracing back the generations to Sir 7 2p 
Stewart of Darnley, in the 14th and 1 5th « centu- be 
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genitor of Lord Galloway, was the elder, and the 
younger Sir William Stewart of Caſtlemilk, the 


MILK in Lanerkſhire. But the reprefentation will 


the accurate reader, for the uſe of ſome words and phraſes, | 


[ 14] 4 
ries, it will appear, that Sir William Stewart of 
Jedworth and Caſtlemilk, his younger brother, had 


two ſons; of whom, according to the beſt ae 
counts, Sir John Stewart of Dalſwinton, the pro“ 


immediate anceſtor of the SruarTs of CASTLE- 


neceſſarily devolve on him, who can ſhew, in the 
moſt ſatisfactory manner, that he is the heir- male 
of the above. mentioned Sir William Stewart 'of 
Jedwortl, 

The author of the Genese giert Hiftory of 
« the Stewarts” certainly can boaſt of being the 
firſt perſon, who ever doubted or called in que- 
ſtion, Lord Galloway's pretenſions. His right of 
deſcent from the eldeft branch had been ſo uni- 
verſally acknowledged, ſo uniformly ſanctioned 
by time and opinion, that, had it not been for the 
formal attack made in 1794. or at leaſt the ru- 
mour that announced 1 it, in all probability it never 
would have occurred to him, to ſubſtantiate his 
claims by a production of the legal evidence. 

The reader, however, will perceive, by an at- 
tentive examination of what we have juſt now 
— that there is ſome ſpecious ground for ea- 

The circumſtance of two perſons, (Sir Wil- 

— Stewart the elder, and Sir William Stewart 
the younger, of Caſtlemilk), of the ſame name 
and crate bearing the _ defignation (a), 
exiſting 


"7 I muſt here, once for all, crave the indulgence” of 


- | | ; | | - which, 


4 


* nearly: in the ſame period, e at 
the diſtance of 400 years, was ſufficient to n | 
no ſmall degree of confuſion. Without the light 
of the cleareſt documents, it might have milled 
genealogiſts far leſs intereſted than the writer in 
nene to ee * n eee 
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which, aneh aka may be r 8 
and are not uſually found in Engliſh, writers. From the 
nature of the ſubject, this will not be deemed unreaſon · 
able; and, particularly, i in deſcribin g· or arguing on char- : 
ters, and other legal documents, Scottiſh - expreſſions are 
not only admiſſible, but appropriate. The word deſgaa- 
ion, for example, and the verb 0 deft, In, in the ſenſe un: 
derſtood in the text, are ſcarcely Engliſh ; although the 
latter ſeems to be uſed participially by Mr Locke, 10 a 
Johnſon's Dict. voc. to de/ign). The fact is, there is u. 
fingle Engliſh verb, which conveys the idea of deſcribing a 2 
man by © the title of his eſtate; “ and, in the preſent diſ-, 
uſſion, the neceſſity for this ſo very frequently occurs, that 
he uſe of a periphraſis would have been to a degree ick- 
ome and embarraſſing. Indeed, there ſeems to be ſo vifi- 
ble an awkwardnefs'in the noun addition, which is aceu- 
ately Engliſh, in the ſame ſenſe that deſignation has been 
ere taken, that both the provincial noun and verb, in wy ; 
opinion, deſerve to be brought into claſſioal uſG. | 
There are a few more words and phraſes, for which, on 
dne or other of the above grounds, I would requeſt indal- 
rence ; ſuch as, to diſpone ;/ a diſpoſition ;. a march; a ni- 
ute; a ſuperior (of lands) ; ; a barony ; ;. whom failing, &c. 
n general, as they occur, they are marked with an aſte- 
riſm, “. As to ſuch expreſſions as the following, 20 notice, 
to adduce evidence, &c. although originally Scotch, they ſeem 
now W naturalized — the, practice of * wri- 
ers. | 


: 16 1 55 _ 
and diſcriminate between their tranſa@tions with, 
an impartial accuracy. ._. 

By his own confeſſion it — — evident; that, 
untũ very lately, this author joined with the reſt 
of the world in the belief, that Lord Galloway 
actually ſtood at the head of the name (x). . But 


wonderful are the different views, which, in dif. 


ferent circumſtances, will be taken of the ſame. 
object. The doubtful expreſſions of genealogiſts, 
we ſhall ſuppoſe, might at firſt inſpi pire a hope, that 
the two Sir William Stewarts could be proved to 
be one and the Jan: 1 and the 1 of 


„ 


from ſuch a es Jo would infantly excite. 
ideas every way gratifying to human vanity. Va- 
nity, in its turn, which has labour at its beck, 

would ſtraightway rouſe the invincible powers of 
ardour and perſeverance. And, by the union of 
theſe, facts might be produced to ſupport, and 
reaſonings to defend, a ſyſtem, ſuch as the author 
himſelf, when it firſt dawned on his mind, would 


contemplate with delight, while he certainly re- 


garded it as moſt wild and impracticable. 1 
Conceiving, as we do, the perfect poſſibility (we, 


ſhall not ſay the actual exiſtence) of ſuch a pro- 


ceſs phyfical and intellectual, what wonder can it 
occaſion, that the ſecond Sir William Stewart is 


now declared to be the brother, not the nephew, 


1 * 


th. „ e . * _ — 2 _ 


6 
* 


PSS. See Genealogical ne of the Am Pref, 
p. 8, 9. | 


322, 
Lord 
argun 


15 1 


of Sir John aer of Darnleyi, and, by ER 
quence, the genealogiſt himſelf the true repreſen-- 
tative of the Houſe of Stewart? In regard to 
Sir William Stewart of Jed worth, (Lord Gallo- 
way's unqueſtionable anceſtor), what can he be 
conſidered, in ſuch a view, but as fairly belonging! 
to ſome other race, at all events, not the race of: 
Darnley? —a ſpurious interloper, whom an eaſy: 
acquieſcence had already too long permitted to 
continue in the poſſeſſion of another's honours (1). 
The fact is, what a man wiſhes he readily be- 
lieves: and it is no leſs certain, that what he 
once believes he will oftentimes maintain, in the 
face of reaſon and probability. It is the nature 
of controverſy to produce on men, even of the 
graveſt character, very extraordinary effects. It 
inflames paſſion ; it foſters prejudice; it ſubdues, 
or wheedles reaſon ; and even obſcures the clear- 
eſt objects to the mental eye. Under ſuch im- 
preſſions, poſſibility is too apt to be miſtaken: for 
fact; ſuppoſitions paſs for ſolid arguments. That 
which, at firſt, was viewed only as a tranſient 
hope, a diſtant probability, ſoon aſſumes the ſem- 
blance of certainty and truth. To the heated 
diſputant the real hue and dimenſions of objects 
being thus diſguiſed or obliterated, he readily 
embraces 1 theory ſu ggeſted bye a favourite paſ- 
C _ fon, 


« * l N 


(1) See Genealogical Hiſtory of the Stewarts, p. 315 
322, where a view of the competition between himſelf and 
Lord Galloway is regularly given by the author ; : But wa : 
mene on one ſide only are ſtated. | 


TW] 
hon, a dreſſes it in 1 the colours of his miſguid- 
ed fancy. | 15 0 1195 
Were we to name the motive, which appears 
chiefly to have operated on the underſtanding of 
the preſent competitor, we ſhould fay it was am- 
bition. But that, if it be a vice, is, at leaſt, the 
vice of noble minds; and, in the judgment of a 
philoſophic hiſtorian, is ranked as a paſſion very. 
nearly allied to virtue (x). The extraordinary: 
efforts of induſtry and perſeverance, diſplayed by 
this writer, firſt in the compilation of his precur- 
ſive evidence, and afterwards of a Quarto volume on 
Genealogy, muſt doubtleſs have been ſupported by 
no common incentives. Nothing leſs than the 
bright object of being heir. apparent and repre- 


ſentative of the Cardinal de York, can eaſily ac- 


count for the phenomenon. Whoever takes the 
trouble to compare the preface, with the very cir- 
cumſtantial ſummary, printed in Italics, at the 
cloſe of the volume (I), will be convinced, that 
the object in queſtion firſt fired his ambition, 
and that the ſame great idea all along animated 5 
his diligence, and ſweetened his labours. 


* 
Of 


— — 3 * 3 a 


(x) Salluſt, in delineating ambition and avarice, the two 
great vices that aſſailed the city of Rome, and ſoon wrought 
the downfal of the manners, ſpeaks of the former as by the 
far more noble. and generous paſſion : Sed primò magis 
ambitio, quam avaritia, animos hominum exercebat : quod 
tamen vitium * virtutem erat, . Bell. Catilin. 


C. II. 


( Genealog. Hiſt, of the Stewarts, p. 384, 385. 
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Of the preciſe period, when this intereſting 
proſpect firſt opened on his mind, we are not in- 
formed. If chronological curioſity, however, 
may indulge a conjecture, from the ſimple and 
truly © unvarniſhed tale“ he has told of himſelf 
and his fair friend in the preface (M), his inqui- 
ries were commenced ſoon after the year 1787; 
the time when the memorable and important 
bundle of papers“ were received from the hands 
of that very amiable, accompliſned, and active di- 
rectreſs of his undertaking. In theſe dark and 
doubtful regions, this ſeemed, in effet to have 


| been the 


4e . Donum 
Fatalis virge, long poſt tempore viſum 00. 


Nor 


„** 


: "WS 


q om 5 ED. A 


(1) Genealog. Hiſt, of the Stewarts, in pref. p. 9—II. 


(N) Virg. ZEneid. Lib. vi. 408. The memorable * bun- 
« dle of papers” contained the charter by the Earl of Dou- 
glas, to John de Park, in the beginning of the r 5th century, 
(ſo well known in the fequel), which, as it. appears, was i 
among the firſt things that gave rife to the genealogical re- 
ſearches of our author, and may ſurely, therefore, be con- 
ſidered, with far better reaſon, as deſerving of the expreſſive 
epithet of Fatalis, than the golden branch of Virgil. Nor 
will the /ongo poſt tempore viſum ſeem- leſs appropriate to 
the diſcerning reader, when he is informed, that this cele- 
brated charter, after having been, in all likelihood, abſtract- 
ed from Lord Gallow 'ay's charter-cheſt, near a century ago, 
paſſed through various hands; till it was thus accidentally 
brought to light at laft, and ' uſefully employed in the ſer- 
vice of its original owner. See p. 65. of this Letter, note (- 


ro] 
Nor did the genealogical hero, thus gifted, | deem 
himſelf leſs ſecure, than was the 'Trojan prince, 


under the ſafe- conduct of the Sibyl. The ſcat- 
tered rays of archæologic light, which with much 


induſtry he ſtruck out, and laboured to concen- 


trate to one point, ſerved only to diſplay the nu- 


merous obſtacles on all ſides riſing up to obſtruct 


his progreſs. But, where is the glory, (as more 


than one poet has obſerved), if you diſmiſs the 
difficulty, in the greateſt enterprizes (o)? If 


ſome ſtubborn facts could only be ſubdued; if 
ſome refractory generations could be reduced to 


greater congruity of arrangement, and greater 


credibility of connection, there was little doubt 


of the ſucceſsful accompliſhment of his wiſhes. ' 
Few things, it is faid, are .impoſſible to dili- 


gence and ability. To the author of the © Ge- 
„ nealogical Hiſtory of the. Stewarts,” candour. 


never denied the former; and the latter has been 


claimed for him, by the partiality of his admi- 


rers. 
A journey to the Continent was next project- 
ed. This, beſides the proſpect of material infor- 
mation, would tend to give efficacy and import- 


Allcèe 


— 


"6d Oles ta di fficulre, et vous otes 4a gloire, 


ſaid Voltaire, in ſpeaking on this ſubject. But a RO | 
greater poet, three and twenty hundred years ago, expreſ- 
fed a fimilar ſentiment, and in terms more nn 


ſuitable to the preſent occaſion : 


K * gn 6G riga- pay n, 


Pindar, Nem. Od. xi. 


i. 


1 


ance to the deſign. He now © felt it a ſpecies of 
« ſacred duty on bim to collect, from the moſt au- 
* thentic ſources, the materials for furniſhing. to 


„ the world a true and accurate Genealogical Hi- 


<« ſtory of the Derneley and Lennox families (2); 
being perſuaded, (as we alſo fincerely are), that 


if not executed by himſelf, nothing of the ſame, 


« kind ever would be unten 40 any dane 
« perſon (C. 

Accordingly, for the object of the great nity 
volume a diligent inveſtigation was ſet on foot, 
in the Scotch College, and the Chambre des 
Comptes, at Paris. The records of the Vatican, 
and the office of the Dataria at Rome, furniſhed 
each ſome notices of the name of Stewart. At 
home, likewiſe, a.;profuſion of materials was a- 
maſſed, from every corner of the iſland ; from 


the public repoſitories, as well as the eden 


cheſts of individuals, (not forgetting the charter- 


| cheſt of Lord Galloway); from the Tower -of 


London, the Regiſter-Office at Edinburgh, the 
Univerſity of anne and the Britin Mu- 


ſeum. 


When reflect, Sir, on the vio. fund of 
reſearch and depth of erudition, that may be con- 
tained in the compaſs of a Quarto volume, I will 
acknowledge, that this method of convincing the 
world of the juſtice of your claims, was at leaſt 


diſtinguiſhed by ſome addreſs. Every one knows 


how | 


. 
2 


(2) — Hiſt. of the Sena p. 294, 295. 
) Id. . * 12. 
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how few there are, who attempt to read a genca. 
logical book.” If we except the inconſiderable 
number of thoſe who can be intereſted in the ſub- 
ject, ſcarcely any man, how ardent ſoever his cu- 


rioſity, is found to do more than peruſe the title, 
or perhaps glance at the preface. Vet many, who 
cannot be perſuaded to read, will notwithſtanding 


ſubmit to be aſtoniſhed, They will give credit 
to the author for vaſt labour and learning (R); 


and even, without heſitation, take it upon his 


word, that he is ee ee, and ane 


of the Cardinal de York. 


But the admiration of thoſe perſons may ſomes 
What diminiſh, when they learn, that this volume 
is compoſed of a great proportion of matter, 
which, if not extraneous, is at leaſt collateral and 


irrelevant, to the object of the competition. The 


main point to be proved, the deſcent of the com- 
petitor from the firſt Sir William Stewart, ſeems, 
from the manner it is treated, to be induſtriouſſy 
kept from the view, and is, in fact, buried, and 


(as we have before hinted) nearly overlaid, with 


a moſt diſproportionate weight of deeds and char- 


ters. It is true, in the minute deduction of the 
previous generations, you have made ſome points 
clearer, that were clear before: Yet, by purpoſe- 


1 enlarging r Sround, 3 have declined the 
| | | "NY 


— — * — 
= - — — 


— 


) Illum pro literato plerique laudandum duxerunt, quum 
Me næniis guibuſdam anilibus 0 inter ludicra fitera- ? 


ria conſenefceret. * 


Jul. Capitolin, in Vit. Alb, ad Conſt, 4 
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| conflict of cloſer argument; thus artfully endea- 
vouring to divert our attention from the defective 
evidence of your own nn from "ow William 


Stewart. e 22851 

Since the babe of theſe een no re- 
ply has appeared, on the part of the Earl of Gal- 
loway ; and the writer, as it is ſaid, pleaſes him- 
ſelf with the fancy that none, on that account, can 
be made. As in common altercations, ſo it oſten 
happens in literary quarrels. The longeſt and 


the loudeſt ſpeaker in the former, ſometimes bears 


away the prize from the ſounder diſputant. He 


who 1s ſuffered to have the laſt word, is too apt to 
miſinterpret the ſilence, into the unqueſtionable 


| conviction, and overthrow of his adverſar. 


Let us now, Sir, turn to the Earl of Galloway, 


and ſee if we can diſcover, in his conduct, or his 
ſtate of evidence, greater ſimplicity of ee 
or greater ſtrength of reaſoning. 


It is, I believe, more than three years, ſince this . 


een alarmed with the rumour, and prompt. 


ed by the activity of your inveſtigations, thought - 
it full time to direct a ſearch, more diligent than 


| heretofore, to be made into the archives of his fa- 
mily. His cauſe, notwithſtanding the ſtate of evi- 

dence you had then publiſhed, he did not think 

quite deſperate; and Mr Williams, the gentleman 

who drew up the counter ſtate of proofs, We have 
already mentioned (s), was now employed to take 
| V e 


| (8) See p. 4. 


5 


IT a4 | 
the field, with every reinforcement of evidence 
and argument. With good reaſon believing him 
ſelf, after the Italian Cardinal, to be the male- 
repreſentative of the Houſe of Stewart, Lord Gale 
loway found, that the progreſſion of his titles was 
far from being defective; although ſeveral docu- 
ments, which, it is abudantly clear, exiſted in the 
commencement of the preſent century, ſeemed 
now unfortunately. to be miſlaid (1). The ex- 
treme liberality, if not the imprudence, of his pre- 
deceſſors, had permitted to Symſon, Crawford, and 
other antiquaries, not only to examine, but even 
carry away, what papers they pleaſed, from the 
family charter- cheſt; and not a few of theſe they 
unwarrantably neglected to return. Hence, many 
proofs of the lineage of the Earls of Galloway, 
that appeared latisfactory to en are now loft or 
inacceſſible. | 
Of the ſearch thus begun, the ſucceſs, however 

was important and conſiderable; both when we 
allow far the diſtance of nearly five hundred years, 
and for the ſtate of a country leſs poliſned by arts; 
than perhaps any other in Europe; whoſe reſtleſs 
inhabitants, if not engaged in foreign war, were 
generally diſtracted by domeſtic hoſtilities. The 
reſult of the whole was ſtated, with great dili- 


8 0 * — as. * "AY 


"0 See Sow of he. dee for the Earl of tee 
p. 2 5. The patent, by King James VI. by which Sir Alex- 
ander Stewart was created Lord Garlies, an. 1607, may be 
properly appealed to, as a confirmation of this ſentiment, 
In the grant, the origin of the family is clearly traced to the 
Houſe of Lennox, as a fact then well known and eſtabliſhed. 


See the patent in Appendix, No I. 


gence, by Mr Williams, and exhibited a body of 
evidence not more remarkable for its perſpicuity, 
than the keen acuteneſs with which it was drawn 
up. Here was no Quarto volume to aſtoniſh the 
public. A moderate pamphlet, even without the 
formality of a title page to introduce it, was cir- 
culated among the friends of the Noble Earl, or 
among others, who might be conſidered as intereſt< 
ed in the conteſt. | 

In laying before the reader the ſubſtance of this | 
accurate memoir, as far as it regards the preſent 
competition, I ſhall adopt a method different from 
that uſually followed by genealogiſts. Taking ad- 
vantage of the intereſt and animation of a perſonal 
addreſs, I ſhall, for the moſt part, decline the irk- 
ſome practice, of loading the narrative with a ſpe- 
cification of the proofs on which it refts. The 
continuity of the former ſhall be preſerved entire, 
while the latter is exhibited at the bottom of the 
| page. In this manner, the general reader (if any 
ſuch may peruſe theſe ſheets) will be enabled to 
gratify his curioſity, without exhauſting his pati- 
ence ; and he who feels himſelf more directly con- 
| cerned, may, with little trouble, conſult ſuch refe- 
| Tences, as moſt n will leave no doubt 1 in his 
mind. by 

As we have already, Sir, taken the liberty to re- 
prehend the diſproportioned extent of your genea- 
logical excurſions into the 12th century, ſo we 
muſt now notice the defective nature of Lord Gal- 
loway's memoir, in a contrary reſpect; it being 
wholly deftitute of introductory matter, at Ieaſt of 
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matter of the genealogical ſpecies. The author, 


indeed, goes moſt directly to the point. He opens 
his performance with an account of Sir William 
Stewart of Jedworth, and accurately traces the 
ſucceſſion down to the preſent generation of the 
family of Galloway. Every reader, however, is 
not a genealogiſt; and, on that account, it may be 
proper here to aſcend a little higher than this emi - 
nent perſon in the 14th and 15th centuries. B 
theſe means, both the view of his extraction will 


be rendered more complete, and the relation diſ- 


played which his N now bear to other fa- 


milies. 

ALEXANDER, the ſixth Land High Steward of 
Scotland, and great-grandfather to King Robert IT. 
(the firſt prince of the Houſe of Steward) died 


A. D. 1283, and left a numerous progeny. Of 


his ſons, James, the eldeſt, ſucceeded, of courſe, to 
his father's honours. The ſecond, afterwards de- 
ſigned * Sir John Stewart of Bonkill, having mar- 
ried the heireſs ef that eſtate, had ſeven ſons ; and 
an extenſive race, of which theſe became the pro- 
genitors, forms, as we have already ſaid, the moſt 
ancient families of the Stewart name. Sir John 


fell, gallantly fighting at the battle of Falkirk, an. 
1298 (T). His ſons were as follow : 


I. Sir ALEXANDER Srrwakr of Bonkill. He 
was created Earl of Angus by King Robert Bruce, | 
| | an. 


» * F'Y a " TIP PL 
— rated _—— 


(T) See — 1 I, p. 26 65. 8 Waile 8 An- 
a p. 260. 


— > 


fl. T 


an. 1327 (v), and was predeceſſor to the Earls of 
that name, of the Stewart line. This family be- 
came extinct, an. 1377, when the _ Rn into 
the ** of Douglas. 21 T4 015 


II. Sir Alax Srxwanxr of Dreghorn; who 
attended Edward Bruce to the war in Ireland, an. 
1315 (v); and was killed at the battle of Halli- 
donhill, 1333. From him have ſprung the Lords 
Darnley and Aubigny, the Earls and Dukes of 
Lennox, and Earls of Galloway, with the cadets 
of the latter; the Stuarts of Caſtlemilk, and their 
deſcendants of Arthurley, and Torrance ; likewiſe 
thoſe of Hallrig, Raiſs, and Barſcube. After the 
union of this with the Dalſwinton line, the follow- 
ing families likewiſe came from the ſame ſtock, 
namely, that of the Lords Blantyre and Bleſſing- 
ton, together with the Stewarts of Barclay, Phiſ- 
gill, and Caſtleſtewart. Of Henry Lord Darnley, 
W who, an. 1565, married Mary Queen of Scots, no 
male offspring now remains, except Henry Cardi- 
nal de York; after whom, this branch will be re- 
| preſented by the Earl of Galloway. . 


III. Sir WALTER STEWART of Dalſwinton and 
Gairlies. He likewiſe accompanied Edward Bruce 
> — 


(o) 1 Feed. Angl. T. 2. mn Collect. p. 394. 


(v) Hollinſhed's 1 of Ireland, p. 67, 68. Sym- 
ſon's Hiſt. of the Ste warts, p. 64. Duncan Stewart, p. Tor 
F ordun, Scotichron. L. xIII. 28. = 
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in the expedition to Ireland (x). His great · grand 


daughter Marion, heireſs of Dalſwinton, married 
Sir John, eldeſt ſon to Sir William Stewart of Jed- 

worth and Caſtlemilk, and. thereby united this: 
branch with a cadet of the foregoing race. It is 
at preſent pales by 1 Earl of Galloway. 


IV. Sir ere Srzwakr of Preſton and War- 
wickhill (v). He was killed at the battle of Hal- 
lidonhill, an. 1333 (z). Of him are deſcended the 
Stewarts of Lorn and Innermeath, and the Earls 
of Athol, Buchan, and Traquair, of the name of 
Stewart; as alſo the Stewarts of Gairntully, In- 


nernyty, Balleed, Balcaſky, Fundeynet, Roſyth, 
Kirkhill, Kinnaird ; likewiſe thofe of Appin, Ard- 


ſheil, Strathgary, Auchnaguone, Faſnacloich, In- 
nernaheil, Balcheillis and Ine zddfing. 


Vs Sir Jon Srawagr of Daldon * This 
ſon was likewiſe killed at the battle of Hallidon- 
hill, an. 1333, but left no iſſue (2). 5 

VI. 


* = _—_ I 4 ——_ 


— 


(x) Hollinſhed's a p. 68. Haddinton's coles. 


| Symſon, p. 64. Duncan Stewart, p- 160. 


(1) Haddinton's Collect. Symon, p- 64. Duncan Stew 
art, 168. S 


(z) Fordun, Scotichron. L. x11. 28. 
(4) See Lord Hailes's Annals, v. 2. p. 307. 


(B) F ordun, Scotichron. L. XIII. 28. Duncan Ste wart, 
. 19). 1 tt 


well as to that of Lord e 


1 29 1 15 

VI. Sir Ro BERT STEWART of Daldiie 3 who, to- 
gether with his two brothers, Sir Alan and Sir 
Hugh, accompanied Edward Bruce to the war in 
Ireland, an. 1315. He was preſent, an. 1318, at 
the battle of Dundalk (c). His grandſon, Sir 
Alan Steuart, obtained the lands of Allanton, in 
Lanerkſhire; and from him have ſprung the Steu- 
arts of Allanton, and their various deſcendants, 
viz. thoſe of Kirkfield and Coltneſs, Goodtrees, 
Weſtſhield, Collernie, Weſtbarns, Allanbank and 
Mitcham; as alſo the Steuarts of Hartwood, Car- 


| barns, &c. 


VII. Sir Huch STEWART. It does not. appear 


| that this ſon had any addition, or deſignation * 3 


neither did he acquire any landed property. He 
accompanied his three brothers, Sir Alan, Sir Wal- 
ter, and Sir Robert, to Ireland; but died, like Sir 
John, without flue (5). 


Sir John Stewart of Bonkill NY beſides foven 
ſons, one daughter, Iſabella, married to Thomas 


Randolph Earl of Moray; to whom _ NINE 


the barony & of Garlies. 


Of theſe fix heads of families, our preſent buſi- 
neſs is with Sir Alan only, the ſecond brother, 
who was anceſtor of the family of Caſtlemilk, as 


| Sir 


po ENS 


(c) Hollinſhed's Chron. p. 67, 68. Duncan Stewart | 


P. 199- 


() Hollinſhed's " p- 68, Doncan Stewart, P. 149, | 
755. 


FF} 

Sir Alan Stewart of Dreghorn, or Dregern, in 
Ayrſhire, (which eſtate he obtained from King 
Robert Bruce) (x), was killed at the battle of Hal- 
1idonhill, au. 1333, together with Sir John and Sir 
James, as above noticed ; and, accordingly, they 
zre celebrated by Fordun, as the three illuſtrious 
brothers, (tres incliti fratres) who loſt their lives 
in that unfortunate action (7). Sir Alan was fol- 

lowed by his eldeſt ſon, Sir John Stewart of Darn- 
ley (G). To Sir John ſucceeded his brother Alex- 
ander, about the year 1370 ; and he died ſoon af. 
| ter. 


(z) The charter, by which King Robert Bruce beſtowed 
the lands of Dreghorn on Sir Alan Stewart, is preſerved in 
the public records of Scotland, Roll I. Ne 41. In that deed, 
he grants, Alaro Seneſcallo, dilecto et fideli ſuo, pro homajio 
et ſervitio ſuo, omnes et /ingulas terras et tenementum de Dregs» 
orn, cum pertinentiis, gue fuerunt Fobannis de Baliol, Wil- 
lielmi de Ferraris, et Alani la Suce, militum ; tenendas et ha- 
| bendas difto Alano, et beredibus ſuis, de nobis, et heredibus 
noftris, in fædo et hereditate, per omnes rectas metas, Fc. 
| Reddendo ſervitium duorum archetenentium in exercitu noftro, 

et tres ſectas ad curiam vicecomitatus nofere apud 4 annu- 


atim, &c. &c. 


6 Fordun, Scotichron, L. XIII. 28. 


(6) Rymer, F od. Angl. T. v. p. 791. T. vi. p. 34, 
35, 46, 48. See alſo Genealog. Hiſt. of the Stewarts, where 
the author, with great diligence, and on evidence drawn 
from charters, has corrected an error of ſome writers, who 
have ſuppoſed a generation to intervene between Sir John 
Stewart of Darnley, who was alive in 1354 and 1357, and 
Sir Alan, killed at Ant p. 66754, + 
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ter. Next followed Alexander, the ſon of the lat- 
ter; at whom it will be proper to pauſe, and 
whoſe progeny i 1s requiſite more particularly ta 
ſpecify. _ 

Sir FOE n of Nenne 8 to 
Sir Alan already mentioned, flouriſhed about the 
middle of the 14th century. By:his marriage with 
Janet Keith, heireſs of Galſton (x), and widow of 
Tohn Hamilton of Roſſaven, he had five ſons, and 


n- 

** lone daughter; as may be ſeen by the genealogical 
f. (ketch, ſubjoined to this letter (1). He died be- 
i”; tween 1399 and 1406. His eldeſt ſon was Sir 


John Stewart of Darnley, who afterwards be- 
ame ſo eminent in France, as Conſtable of the 
Scottiſh army, and as Lord d'Aubigny, and Count 


ed, d' Evreux; and his ſecond ſon, Sir: William, Stew- 
1510 art of Jedworth and Caſtlemilk, who was the im- 
* mediate 
Vil- 


() Here the author of the Genealogical Hiſtory of the | 

WStewarts, has with great accuracy refuted two groſs miſre- 
preſentations of genealogiſts ; the firſt, in ſuppoſing the ex- 
iſtence of but one generation of the name of Alexander, in the 
Darnley family; and the ſecond, in holding out Sir David 
Hamilton of Cadzow (the anceſtor of the Dukes of Hamil- 
ton) inſtead of John de Hamilton of Roſſaven, as the firſt 
Whiuſband of Janet Keith. See a charter granted by John 
ar] of Carrick, about the year 1371, to Sir Alexander 
Stewart of Darnley and Janet Keith, &c. p. 83, 84. See 
Iso the whole reaſoning on k. Johor. Keith's firſt marriage, 

b. 86—95. 

(1) See Genealog. Hiſt. of the EBAY Pi FE, two char- 
ters there quoted; by the Duke of Albany, the one in x406, 


and the other in 1407. Public Records, Roll x1, No 17. 
and 38, 
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| mediate anceſtor both of the Earls of Galloway, 
and the preſent Stewarts of Caſtlemilk, the cadets 
of their family. Ie | 
_ Having thus, Sir, in a ſuccin& manner, pointed 
out the extraction of Sir William Stewart, I ſhall 
avoid all further excurſions into the regions of? ge- 
nealogy. Warned by your example, I ſhall endea- 
vour to diſencumber the chief points, on which 
the controverſy turns, of every extraneous inveſti- 
gation. We are bound to ſhow, by ſubſtantial 
evidence, the truth of the genealogical deduction 
juſt now delivered, viz. that Sir William Stewart 
of Jedworth, and Sir William Stewart of Caſtle- 
milk, are nothing more than different deſcriptions 
of one and the ſame perſon, who was alſo younger 
brother to Sir John Stewart of Darnley : That Sir 
John, the eldeft ſon of the former, married the 
heireſs of Dalſwinton, of whom Lord Galloway 
is deſcended : And, finally, 'That Sir William, the 
ſecond ſon, was Sir William Stewart the /econd of 
Caſtlemilk, and the only perſon of that name, with 
whom you can poſſibly connect the ponent of 
your family. 

For theſe purpoſes, we conceive that an impar- 
tial review of the principal tranſactions in the life 
of Sir William Stewart of Jedworth, and of his 

two ſons, will amply ſuffice, ſuch as they appear 
in charters, or are authenticated by hiſtory : And 
the facts they brought forward ſhall be accompa- 
nied with obſervations, ſuch as naturally tend to 
elucidate the ſubject, 
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Sir William Stewart of Jedworth and Caftle- 
milk was born probably ſomewhat ſubſequent 
to the middle of the 14th century, and pro- 
bably about the year 1365 (X). In 1385 he was 
ſtill young, and had not as yet obtained the 


honour a „ e PW * A we are 
505 "warranted 


= - 4 . 
——_ * * oY teen. Ga ts Eee. tt. 


* 


» FER 


09 From a hos. granted by John Earl of C Conte 
in which he is deſcribed as Johannes illuftris Regis Sco- 
forum primogenitus, Comes de Carrich, et Seneſcallus Scotiæ), 
o Sir Alexander Stewart of Darnley, and his ſpouſe Janet 
Keith, of the eſtate of Galſton, (which the latter had, for 
hat purpoſe, conſigned into the hands of the ſuperior ), 
ve learn, that the marriage between her and Sir Alexan- 
der muſt have taken place before the year 1371. (See this 
deed in the Regiſter of Tranſumpts “ at Edinburgh). But 
t probably was about 1360, or rather ſooner; as, in 1387, 
we find Sir John, the eldeſt ſon, is“ Lord of Caſtlemilk.” 
[See p. 49. of this Letter, Note.) The birth of Sir Wil- 
iam, therefore, may, from that and various other circum· 
ances, be placed at the period aſſigned to it in the text. 


(L) This we ſee by an original charter, granted by King 
Robert II., in which he is defigned* fimply' William Stew- 
art of Jedworth. It is dated July 2. 1385, in the 114th 
year of that Prince's reign ; ( dile et fideliffimo noſtro, Wil. 
iemo Stewart de Jed worth); and confers on him the eſtate 
df Synlaus, in the barony of Oxynham, and county of 
Roxburgh, vacated by the forfeiture of Thomas Rydall. 
gee Public Records, Roll viii. No. 22. An account, alſo, 
s preſerved in Rymer's Fœdera, of the diſburſement of 
oney, remitted by the King of France, to fubſidize the 
principal Scottiſh Chieftains, 1385, in which an hundred 
iures Tournois are ſtated to have been paid to William 
Stewart, (a 8 C. L. T.) tom. vii. p. 485. 


1 


warranted * believe, that that rank was dad | 


red on him previous to the cloſe of King Robert 
III®s reign (Mm). When an embaſſy was ſent to 
England, an. 1394, conſiſting of the Earl of 
Carrick, the Earl of Douglas, and other: perſons 
of diſtinction, his name is found among thoſe of 
the members of that deputation ; and in- letters 


of ſafe- conduct, granted by Richard II., he is 


ſtyled, Sir William Stewart, Banneret, (Mil- 
lielmus Senefcallus de Fedworth, Bannerettus) (x). 


Knights-Bannerets were then a ſuperior order of 


the knighthood. They were created in the field, 
tor ſome gallant action, under the royal ſtandard, 
and 

(u) See Charter of Confirmation“, by King Robert III., 
dated January 4. 1390-91, in the firſt year of his reign, 


confirming a charter by John Turbull of Minto, to his ne- 


phew or grandſon Sir William Stewart of Jedworth ; Do- 
mino Williemo Seneſcallo de Fedworth, Militi, nepoti meo, 


A full and correct tranſumpt“ of the original charter is in- 


ſerted in the charter of confirmation. Public Records, 
Roll ix. No. 23. There is, likewiſe, a grant of Forty 
Merks* Sterling (z. e. L. 2: 4 : 55) to Sir William Stew- 
art of Jedworth, for his loyalty, and perſonal attachment to 
Robert III., king of Scotland, and his eldeſt ſon, David 


Earl of Carrick, and Duke of Rothſay; Dilecto et fdeli 


aoſtro Williemo Seneſcallo de Fed worth, Militi, pro ſervitio 
uo, et ſpeciali reverentid ſud, nobis, et David Seneſcallo, pri- 


mo- genito naſtro. The date is at the city of Perth, March 


27. 1392. Public Records, Roll x. No. 25. This, as an 


inſtance of royal munificence, ſufficiently ſhews the. great. 


value and ſcarcity of _— at that period. 


(N) Rymer. Fed. Ang tom, vii. p. 785. 


— 


L009 
and had the privilege of ranking a as Barons of En 
kingdom. [ 

The eſtate of dreh the ürlt property of | 
Sir William Stewart, deſcended to him from Sir 
John Stewart of Bonkill and Jedworth, 1296; 
and ſeems in fact to have been poſſeſſed by the 
ſecond ſon of the Darnley family for nearly the 
ſpace of two centuries. Sir Alan Stewart of 
Dreghorn, the firſt of that race, mentioned 1316, 
&c, was the ſecond ſon of Sir John. He had a 
grant, as we find, of ſeveral lands ftill in the poſ- 
ſeſſion of Lord Galloway (o); and it is more 
than probable, that the eſtate of Jedworth was al- 
ſo held by Sir Alan, and in a fimilar manner de- 
ſcended to his poſterity. | 
| Concerning the life of Sir William Stewart, 
hiſtory is in a great meaſure ſilent. Few parti- 
culars relating to him can be known, unleſs from 


notices incidentally proferved-- in the public re-- 
cords, 


** 
— 


(o) Charter, by King David II., to“ Alan Stewart, M 
« ther to John Stewart of Darnley, of the lands of Croſs- 
« well, Drothardeg, and part of Glengary, commonly call- 
te ed Knockhill, in the Rinus of Galloway.” This deed is 
recorded in an authenticated inventory of charters, in the 
Britiſh Muſeum, among the Harleian M. SS. No. 4609. 
Alſo, in the ſame inventory, there is a roll“ of King Da- 
vid II., marked F., in which a charter occurs, ©* confirm- 
ing a grant by John Randolph, Earl of Murray, to Wal- 
* ter Stewart, father of John Stewart of Dalſwinton, of the 
lands of Garlies, Glenmannock, Curſock, and Kilker- 
© mock, in vicecomitatu de Dumfries.” See Evid. for 


Lord Galloway, p. 3. and 87.—89. and note. 
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ed; and, for that purpoſe, it was thought pro- 


bert III., recorded in Rymer's Fœdera, that 


* Sir John de Romcergny, Knights,” empowering 
them to act as plenipotentiaries, in fixing the con- 


TIT 36 


cords, or in private documents in the poſſeſſion of 


particular families. Yet theſe compriſe a body 


of facts, curious no lefs than clearly authentica- 
ted, and may be conſidered as ſufficiently nume 
rous, reſpecting a ſingle individual, in ſo e 
tivated an age, and ſo remote a period. 

It appears, that this remarkable perſon, as well 
as his brother Sir John Stewart of Darnley, con- 
ſiderably figured in both the public, and private 
tranſactions of this era. In conſequence of a 


truce, for twenty-five years, eſtabliſhed, an. 1396, 


between thoſe ancient rivals the French and Eng- 


lich, Scotland, as the faithful ally of the former, WM 


of courſe became a party, Some important dif- 
ferences, however, were previouſly to be adjuſt- 


per to appoint commiſſioners on either ſide. Sir 
William Stewart was among this number, on the 
part of the Scotch. In the commiſſion from Ro- 


Prince addreſſes himſelf to“ his truſty and well- 
* beloved Sir William Stewart of Fedworth, and 


ditions of a pacification between the two king- 
doms (p). Not long after, on the 2d October 
1397, an indenture was made, at the Abbey of 
Dunfermline, between “ Sir William Stewart, 

« John 


(r) Dilectis et fidelibus ſuis Willielmo Seneſcallo de Jed. 
worth, et Fohannt de Romergny, Militibus. Rymer, Feed, 
Angl. tom. viii. p. 17 


1 37 1 


„John de Romcergny, Knights, Adam Forreſter, 
e and Patrick de Lumley, as negociators on the 
part of the Scotch,” &c. which HN re- 


| lates to the fame buſineſs (C0). 


Who the perſons were, here named Sir John de 
Romcergny, and Adam Forreſter, is not certain; 
but they probably were men of conſiderable note, 
as it appears that they, as well as Sir William de 
Borthwick, continued to be engaged, in conjunc- 
tion with Sir William, in the ſame. eee 
towards the cloſe of the 14th century (x)). 

In another indenture, made at Haudenſtank, 
entitled Indentura Treugarum Scotie, the above 
truce was more clearly defined, and freſh commiſ- 
ſioners, for arranging the conditions, particularly 
nominated. The indenture is made between Da- 


vid Earl of Carrick, eldeſt ſon of the King of 


Scotland (Robert III.), on the one part, and John, 
{on to the King of England, and Duke of Gui- 
enne and Lancaſter, on the other part. The deed 
1mports, that theſe W delegate their 

| | ee 


(2) Rye. Feed. Ang. tom. Vil. p. 17. 18; re. | 


—_— 


@ Beſides the proafs of this, which will bee ap- 
pear, there is another, which we may now ſtate, viz. a 


charter, by Robert de Cochrane, to Sir Henry Douglas, of 


the lands of Longnewton, dated at Edinburgh, May 1. 
1392. The witneſſes are, among others,” Sir Alexander 
Lyndfay, Sir William Stewart, and Adam Forreſter. The 
deed is preſerved in Macfarlane's collection of charters, 


p. 40. (in the Advocates Library, Edinburgh.) 
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authority to Meſſieurs William Lindeſay, ii. 
< liam Stewart, et Joan de Romcergny, Cheva- 


« Jiers,”” with full power to them, to bring the 


| negociation to a ſpeedy iſſue; and this, in fact, 
the addreſs and diligence of Sir William and 


his aſſociates ſeem ere d to have PN ares 
r | 


the arrangement of the ranſoms, and the enlarge- 


ment, of the priſoners taken during the late in- 
Curſions on the borders. The Earl of Douglas, 


Warden of the Middle Marches*, named, as ſure- 
ties for his performance of the treaty, Sir Richard 
Rutherford, and Sir William Stewart, Knights, 
together with Walter Scott, 'Thomas EY 
and Robert de Lauder (r). | 
Among a people equally e and wptivilinod; 
it was not to be imagined, that the formalities of 


negociation could check private animoſity, or pet- 
ty hoſtilities. The minutes “ of a convention are 


{till preſerved, dated 26th October 1398, between 


Sir William de Borthwick, Sir John de Romoar- 

ny, Knights, and Adam Forreſter, Commiſſion- 
ers of a high and mighty Prince, the King of 
Scotland; and Sir John Buſſie, Sir Henry Graham, 


Ta ko Meſſieurs William F _—_ and Lawrence 
SE. Drew, 


on, 


— 


(e) See Rymer. Fed. Angl. tom. viii. p. 35. The inden- 
ture is dated 16th arch 1398. | _ 
(10 . the be of this convention, Ryinke: Fad. 
Ang]. tom. viii. P- 54. 


In the month of October of the ſame year, and 
at the ſame place, a meeting was held, relative to 


" BP O05 we Ti. we a. oc 


ws pda of b England (o), _ A 110! 
In this convention, a — was iel. 


by Sir Philip Stanley, againſt the ſon of the Ear! 


of Douglas, and ſeveral others, partieularly Sir 
William Stewart, then preſent in the meeting. 


The complaint ſet forth, that, pending a truce be- 


tween the two kingdoms, theſe lawleſs perſons had 
broken down the bridge, and demolifhed the walls 
of Roxburgh, attacking the town; and ſetting the 
hay and fuel on fire, to the loſs and detriment” of 
two thouſand pounds to the inhabitants. Sir- Wik- 
liam, being called upon to juſtify his conduct, re- 
plied, that, as to the demolition of the bridge, and 
burning the forage, his chief * (meaning Archi- 
bald, ſon to the Earl; of Douglas) avowed that it 
bad boch how by his directions; under an idea, 
as it was Scottiſſi property, that an infringement 
of the pacification could not thereby be implied. 
Whether the action was ſtrictly legal, he aid, 
he ſhould not preſume to determine. He chear- 
fully referred it to the Lords Commiſſioners; who, 
if they concurred in a diſapprobation 5f the act, 
complete reſtitution ſhould certainly be made. In 
regard to the demoliſhing the walls, and the inju- 
ries inflicted on the inhabitants of Roxbutgh; they 
were the effect of the unruly diſpoſition of a tu- 
multuous ſoldiery, and as fincerely regretted by his 
chief * himſelf, as * were e felt by the complain- 
ants. 


— 


— 


(o) Rymer, Fad. Ang]. tom. viii. p. 54. 
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ants. Averſe, Sir William . as that noble 
perſon was to give cauſcleſs offence, or commit un- 
juſtifiable violence, he would be found: ready when 
called upon, to give every ſatisfaction for the out- n 
rage. The final determination of this diſpute be- h 
b 
* 


eo .. 


ing referred, by the deputies, to the principal 
Commiſſioners, every thing appears to have been 
amicably ſettled. The projected truce ſuffered no Ml c 
interruption :. For we ſhall immediately ſee, that 0: 
on the 6th November following, the Earl of Dou- B 


glas was nominated guarantee, and Sir William e 
Stewart one of the confervators of the Peace, for h 
the weſtern borders. | | W 


For this purpoſe, on the day jan n now mention- ce 
ed, a convention was held at Lochmaben. The pe 
Scottiſh Commiſſioners there were nearly the ſame ſe 
as at the former, meeting, viz. Sir William de 
Borthwick, Knight, together with Richard de ce 
Gordon; and the ſame Sir John Buſlie, and Sir 81 


Henry Graham, Knights, and Meſſrs William Sj 
Fereley, and Lawrence Drew, on the part of the St 
Engliſh Monarch. By them it was agreed, that ri: 
the treaty in theſe parts ſhould be ſtrictly obſer 
ved, and the priſoners taken on either ſide faith- _ 
fully reſtored. Sureties were then named for pre- wy 

| ſerving the peace, throughout the Earl's bounds# dot 
e of Douglas,” for the weſt march * of Scotland. t 
Accordingly, Sir John de Johnſton (anceſtor of the MW ©? 
Marquis of Annandale) Sir John de Carliſle, Sir = 
Milliam Stewart . * Knights, Harbart * 

de . 


bn, 


„ 
de Cerry, and aher perſons, wn appointed to 
that honourable office (v). 

Sir William Stewart, on this We, ſeems to 
have been deſigned * * of Caſtlemilk, „ becauſe 
his eſtate fo called was ſituated on the weſtern 
borders of the kingdom, for the peace of which he 
was reſponſible, in the ſame manner as he had be- 


come ſurety on the middle marches *,. on account 


of his eſtate of Jedworth (x). Sir William de 
Borthwick, Sir John Buſſie, &c. were Commiſſion- 
ers on the one occaſion; as well as on the other, as 
has been already ſtated. The Earl of Douglas was 
warden of both marches “; and it is natural to 
conclude, that Sir William Stewart, having pro- 
perty in both diſtricts, ſhould be nominated con- 
ſervator of the peace in both. 5 
The fact is, in the monuments which ſubſiſt 


concerning this period, we find, that Sir eren 


Stewart is deſeribed in ſeveral different ways; as 
Sir William Stewart of Jedworth, Sir William 
Stewart of Caſtlemilk, Sir William Stewart, She- 


riff of Tereuen or __ Sir William Stewart 3 


F i which 


r — N 
SY” kh 


(v) The minntes'* of OY convention Ons an ene 
document, and are likewiſe. preſerved in Rymer's Fœdera 


— oh — * — 1 r r ORE tt. ** 
_ 


(tom. viii. p. 58, 59). The other ſureties, for the proſerva- 


tion of the peace, beſides thoſe named in the text, were John 
de Carruthers, John de Glendonwyne, Nichol Litil, Alex- 
ander Armyſtrong, Geffrey Armyſtrong, Davy Army- 
ſtrong, and —— Nickſon ; EY perſons of _—_ ma 
influence i in the meas PO ; 


(a) See 2 p. 36. 
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1 
which laſt, from the celebrity he had chairel; 


might frequently be deemed ſufficient. It is true, 


there were, in the ſame era, two other perſons of 
the name of William Stewart ; and it will appear, 
in the ſequel, that it is proper to aſcertain that cir- 


cumſtance. But it may be obſerved, wherever the 


name of Sir William of Jedworth, brother to Sir 
John Stewart of Darnley occurs, that it uniformly 


occurs under ſo unque/tionable a ſhape,' as clearly to 


identify him to any man poſſeſſed but of common 
impartiality ; whoſe judgment has not been warp- 
ed by the force of his paſſions; and who has no 


favourite theory to ſupport, of which the exiſtence 
would be deſtroyed by an admiſſion of the fact. 
I ſhall here remark, Sir, that in adopting theſe 


different deſignations * or additions, Sir William 
Stewart did nothing more than was conſiſtent with 
the uniform practice of the age in which he lived. 


With men of rank in Scotland it was common to 


aſſume them, according to the various tranſactions 
in which they chanced to be engaged, or as theſe 
were connected with various parts of their landed 
property. Sir William Stewart of Garlies, for ex- 
ample, in a charter, dated January 13. 1458, is de- 
figned * Sir William Stewart of Minto;“ while, 
in the very next charter in the public records, he 
is deſcribed as“ Sir William Stewart of Dalſwin- 
* ton” (). Here are, therefore, three different 
deſignation 


1 


— 


(*) Theſe two charters not & ſtand together in the 
public records, but they are dated on the very ſame day, 
41 032-0 
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T1463 
deſignations * of the ſame perſon. The repeated 
inſtances of a ſimilar practice adduced by yourſelf, 
in different parts of your work, are ſufficient to 
eſtabliſh the point; nor ſhould I now have beſtow- 
ed upon it more than a curſory obſervation, had 
not you, with the ſtrangeſt inconſiſtency, denied, 


to Sir William Stewart. of Jedworth and Caſtle- 


milk, the ſame harmleſs privilege, which you fo 
readily grant to every other individual, whether 
connected, or unconnected with his family. 
Indeed, the documents which prove that Sir 
William Stewart is actually deſcribed by the dif- 
ferent additions above mentioned, are ſo abundant, 
that the difficulty, with a writer, lies in the ſelec- 
tion, rather than in the ſearch of evidence, where- 
with to ſupport his argument. In confirmation of 


the ſeveral Proofs wendy exhibited, and of others 
| that 


viz. 13th January 1458. I. A charter of the lands of Synlaws 
(formerly granted to Sir William Stewart of Jedworth, an. 
1385,) and of Myrbottil, &c. in Roxburghfhire, in favour 
of Alexander Stewart, ſon and heir-apparent of Sir William 
Stewart of Minto, Knight, and Elizabeth, his ſponſe, and 
the heirs-male procreated, or to be procreated, betwixt 
them; whom failing, to Alexander Stewart's neareſt heir- 
male, on the reſignation of Sir William Stewart his father. 
II. A charter, by King James II. of the lands of Dalſwin- 
ton, Gaflies, Myrbottil, Minto, Howpaſlet, &c. to Alexan- 
der Stewart, ſon and heir-apparent of Sir William Stewart 
of Dalſſwinton, (/ilto et beredi apparenti dilecti noftri Wil. 
lielmi Stewart de Dalſwinton, militis ) on the reſignation of 
Sir William Stewart, his father. See Public Records, b. v. 
ch. 55, 56. There can be no doubt that this was Sir Wit- 
Jam Stewart alſo of Garlies, _ 


(43: 
that will appear in the ſequel, a few may not im- | 
properly be ſtated in this place, 


There is ftill extant, and in the poſſeſſion of the [ 
Wiſhaw family in Lanerkſhire, an original de- c 
ereet * of the Baron * Court of Camnethan, beld W { 
October 13th 1390, before Sir Alexander Stewart, t 
lord of the barony *. The witneſſes preſent were 7 

Sir William Sommerville of Carnwath, Sir John 
Hamilton of Roſs, Sir William Stewart, Alexander 
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; Stewart of Galſton, and Robert Stewart (2). Ro- . 

bert - 

— — — — « 

(z) This doin paper bind to Mr Hamilton of Wi- ad 

1 ſhaw, that well known and intelligent antiquary, who lived la 

about the beginning of the preſent century. Being very 

| curious in collecting ancient writin gs, it is probable he ob- V 

Wt tained it from the family of Camnethan, in the ſame neigh- of 

. bourhood. The Baron * Court of Camnethan in queſtion B. 

j | was held at the Quarrel Hill, on the 3th October 1390, de 
1 i Coram Domino Alezandro Seneſcallo, Domino dictæ baroniæ, 8 

jt 0 at the inſtance of Sir Alexander, againſt John Franks de ＋. 
Wl al Frankeſland, who obtained abſolvitor “ on the verdi& of an of 

1 | | inqueſt. The decreet “ bears, that the witneſſes preſent with Re 

10 Sir Alexander, on this occaſion, were | of 

| Nobales et potentes virt, the 

Dominus Millieimus Somervel, Dominus | 1 =; 

de Carnwyth, Milites. 5 

Johannes de Hamylton, Dominus de Roſs, ; 0 

Willielmus Seneſcalli, * tha 

Alexander Seneſcall, Dominus de Galliſton, xt Da 

Robertus Seneſcall. in t 


Willielmus de Montgomery, et Hare Abefton, Cum alits teſti. Ste 

bus, ad premiſſ. vocat. Jpecraliter et rogat, The buſineſs, Joh 

which gave * to this meeting. appears to have been of Wl ne 
ſome | 
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bert Stewart, ſon to Sir Alexander Stewart of 
% Darnley,'' is mentioned in a charter 1397, pre- 
ſerved in the Chartulary of Paiſley (a). Alexan- 


der Stewart, here deſigned & of Galſton, or Galli- 
ſon, is likewiſe frequently ſpoken of as a ſon of 


that family (3); and there can be no doubt, but 
that Sir William Stewart, who, on other occaſions, 


6 SIP 


8 a et... Att. ao. td. Ba ot. Aha 3 * * * ** 
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ſome pecuniary conſequence to Sir Alexander Stewart of 
Darnley, who, in the decree, is ſtyled Lord of the Baro- 
« ny * of Camnethan.” It appears, likewiſe, that he was 
aQually preſent, and ſurrounded 0 ſome of his en. re- 


lations. 


(a) See Father - Hay" 8 Collefions, in the Advocates Li- 
brary at Edinburgh, (Chart. of Paiſley, p- 239, 240.) 
wherein we find, that there is a grant, an. 1397, by John 
Blair of Adamtown, to the Monks of Paiſley, To this 
deed one of the witneſſes is Robert Stewart, deſcribed as 
1 ſon to Sir Alexander Stewart, Knight, Lord of Darnley.“ 
There is, alſo, another charter, in the poſſeſſion of Lockhart 
of Lee, by Sir Alexander Stewart of Darnley, in favour of 
Robert Stewart, his ſon, and the heirs-male of his body, &c. 
of the eſtate of Newton of Wyſtown i in Lanerkſhire, about 
the year 1399, See 2 Hiſt, of the Stewarts, 


p. 98. 


(z) Beſides the decree of the Baron * Court of Camne- 
has: there is a charter, granted: by Sir John Stewart of 
Darnley (eldeſt ſon to Sir Alexander) to John de Hamilton, 
in the beginning of the 15th century; in which Alexander 
Stewart, one of the witneſſes, is deſcribed as brother of Sir 


John Stewart of Darnley, the granter of the charter. Ge- 


—_— Hiſt, of the Stewarts, P. 99, 100. 


JL 
is deſcribed of Jedworth, was likewiſe ſon to Sir 
Alexander Stewart of Darnley. As the author of 


the Genealogical Hiſtory of the Stewarts himſelf | 
quotes the document in queſtion, in order to 7 
prove, that one of the above witneſſes was Sir 4 
William, ſon to Sir Alexander Stewart (c), I mall 8 
not add another word on the ſubject. M5 
There is preſerved, in the public archives at 55 


Edinburgh, a charter of confirmation *, by King D 
Robert III., dated January 4th 1390-91, in the firſt f 
year of that Prince's reign, confirming a charter by WM fu 
'John Turnbull of Minto, to his grandſon, or his 
nephew, Sir William Stewart of Fedworth (D). In 
the charter-cheſt of Lord Minto, we find a noto- by 
rial * inſtrument, dated April 23d 1429, purport- Fin 
ing, that, on that day at Minto, it was attempted, ter 
by virtue of a precept of ſeiſin *, to inveſt Sir Wil- e 
liam Stewart of Dalſwinton in the lands of Min- 


to; and that theſe proceedings were interrupted wo 
by Walter Turnbull, who declared the hereditary ry 

ſeiſin ®, then granted to Sir William Stewart, null wh; 

and wid, as he himſelf was the true heir, and le- 1 

gal baron * of Minto (E). 88 | dity 

Theſe, In « 

f fall 


Pats 


(c) Genealog. Hiſt of the Stewars p. 96, 97- 


(v) See p. 34. note 050. 


a This notorial ® e may be conſidered as a 
confirmation of Sir William Stewart of Dalſwinton's de- 
ſcent from Sir William Stewart of Jedworth, to whom, as 
ve have juſt now ſeen, the barony * of Minto was granted, 
| by 


1 7 1 


Theſe, Sir, are very important papers. with 
out entering into the diſpute between the two 
claimants, we may obſerve, that the deeds contain, 
in the firſt place, a complete confirmation of the 


deſcent of Sir William Stewart of Dalſwinton from 


Sir William Stewart of Jedworth. Secondly, They 
ſhew the identity between the latter and Sir Wil- 
liam Stewart, the brother of Sir John Stewart of 
Darnley, killed (as it will afterwards appear), be- 
fore Orleans, on the 12th of February 1429. They 
fully eſtabliſh. = fact, * uy woos Stewart of 

105 Lene 
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by charter, in 1391. From another t N 
in the ſame charter: cheſt, dated 142 5, we learn, that Wal - 
ter Turnbull had prepared himſelf for this event, a few, 
years before. An inquiry, at his inſtance, had been inſti- 
tuted, relative to John Turnbull his father, who had made 
the grant of Minto in 1390. A jury nominated for the o- 
cafion declared, that he laboured under the effects of a lepro- 
ſy, at the time when the deed was executed; a circumſtance 
which, according to the laws of Scotland as they then ſtood, 
rendered the proceedings void. This inqueſt-into the vali- 
dity of the charter of the lands of Minto, ſeems to have been 
in conſequence of an account received in Scotland of the 
fall of Walter's father, Sir John Turnbull, at -the battle of 
Cravaut, an. 1423. See Harl. MSS. No 782. After much 
diſſenſion between the claimants, it appears, that, by a 
brief of perambulationꝰ by King James II., addreſſed to 
Sir Archibald Duoglas of Cavers, Sheriff of Teviotdale, that 
officer made a partition of the eſtate of Minto, between Sir 
William Stewart and Walter Turnbull, in certain propor- 
tions; according to which the poſterity of both continued 
to hold them. See Notor, Inſtrum. 2 June 16th 1463, 
in Lord Elliot's charter-cheſt, | 


[48 1 


Jedworth could not have died very long before that 
time; and particularly, that he muſt greatly have 
outlived the year 1402, when you pertinaciouſly. IM 

maintain that he was put to death, after the battle 
of Hamildon (7). Becauſe, were your ſappoſition . 
true, it is utterly incredible that his heirs at law 
ſhould have omitted, during no leſs a ſpace than 
| ſeven and twenty years, to take poſſeſſion of the 
eſtate of Minto, which, in conſequence of his de- 
cCeaſe, neceſſarily devolved to them. Thirdly, 
Theſe documents difplay one of the ſtrongeſt e vi- 
dences in genealogical demonſtration, the tranſ- 
miſſion of landed property, for the line of deſcent 
we are endeavouring to maintain; as the eſtate of 
Minto, diſponed & to Sir William Stewart in 1391, 
and now claimed by his grandfon. and heir in 
1429, was long after ſeen deſcending to his poſte- 
rity (6). 1 
But of all the proofs of the diverſity of defigns- 
tions uſed by Sir William Stewart, the moſt re- be 
markable, or at leaſt the moſt intereſting to his po- of 
ſterity, is the difpoſal of his eftates, and the pro- St 
vifion he thought proper to make for his children: ne 


The tranſaction to which we allude is fufficiently Ki 
memorable, and, as it fortunately happens, is no th. 
leſs clearly authenticated. Let us firſt, however, 4 
x | of 

5 "oh gal 

(r*) Genealog. Hiſt, of the Stewarts, p. 318 —32 1. dat 
bir 


(o) See charter granted by James II. of the lands of Dal- 
. ſwinton, Garlies, Myrbottill, Minto, Howpaſlet, Kc. to 
Alexander Stewart, quoted page 78. note (v). 


[4] 


juſt take a view at the ample poſſeſſions that ap- 


pear to have belonged to him in the period 1 in que - 


ſtion. 


The landed property of this illuftrious perſon, 


whether as the inheritance of his anceſtors, or the 
recompenſe of his merit, was certainly very conſi- 


derable. 1ſt, The eſtate of Jedworth in Teviot- 
dale, which deſcended to him from his great. 
grand father Sir John Stewart of Bonkill and Jed» 
worth. 2dly, That of Minto, as appears by the 
grant from John Turnbull, az. 1391 (h). 3dly, 
That of Caſtlemilk, which, you have fully proved, 
belonged, in 1387, to his brother Sir John, and 
was by him N to Sir William (1). 4thly, 

G ; * 


z 7 
EL N 


q — * ” wy 7 8 


(n) See charter, quoted page 34. note (u). It appears 
alſo, that about the ſame time, Sir William had a grant of 
other lands in the ſame diſtrict. Charter by King Ro- 
bert III. dated Irvyne, November 8th, in the ſecond year 
of this Monarch's reign, by which he grants, to Sir William 


Stewart of Jedworth, the lands and eſtates of George Aber- 


nethy, in the village of Minto; theſe lands being in the 
King's hands, by the forfeiture of the ſaid George Aberne- 
thy. See Pub. Records, Roll x. N” 433. | 


(5 Genealig Hiſt. of the Stewarts, p. 2061 10. 
Among the Darnley papers, in the poſſeſſion of the Duke 


of Montroſe, there is an original indenture, or deed of obli- 


gation, by William de Sandielands, Lord of Errockbryne, 
dated at Bothwell, in May 1387, wherein he acknowledges 
himſelf bound to a nobleman, Sir John Stewart of Caſtle- 
milk,“ (afterwards Sir John Stewart of Darnley), aobili 
viro, Domino Jobanni Seneſchall, Domino de Caſtelmylk, for 


[ 50 ] 


That of Abereorne, conferred by his patron, Ar. 


chibald Earl of Douglas. (k). 5thiy, In all ike- 
| | | |  lihood 


— I” 1 
* * % * - * . ® - o - 


one hundred merks * Sterling, good and lawful money, &c.; 
and grants him © a certain annual ſum, to be paid out of 
certain lands, until repayment of the amount aforeſaid 
* ſhould be made, at a term“ of Whitſunday, at the pariſh, 
« church of Camnethan.” There is alſo preſerved, in the 
fame repoſitory of the Darnley papers, an original deed, ex- 
ecuted 24th October 1470, by Alexander Duke of Albany, 
as Lord of Annandale; by which he grants, to his beloved 
couſin, John Lord Darnley, (grandſon to Sir John Stewart 
above mentioned) 1950 merks *, to be uplifted * out of the 
tua. part lands of Caſtlemilł and Brummel, in Annandale; 
being in his hands, as lord of the diſtrict, all the time of 
39 years bygone “, ſince the deceaſe of Sir John Stewart of 


Py 


Parnley, in default of the entry of the ſaid Sir John's heirs ; - 


(that is, from 1429, when he fell in France, to the date of 
the deed in queltion). Theſe two documents afford a reci- 
procal confirmation of each other, as to the fact, that the 
eſtate of Caſtlemilk was poſſeſſed by Sir John Stewart; by 
whom it was conveyed to his brother, (although ſtill held of 
himſelf, as uſual, by military tenure) ſome time before 1398, 
See Rymer, Fœd. tom. viii. p. 58, 59. See alſo the method 
adopted by John Lord Darnley, in 1473 and 1475, in or; 
der to make * up his titles to the ſuperiority of the lands of 


Caſtlemilk. Genealog. Hiſt. of the Stewarts, Part iv. 


P- 182—184. 


(k) Charter ma among the Harleian MSS. in the 


Britiſh Muſeum (No 4609.) by Archibald Earl of Douglas, | 


| ſon-in- law to the King, to William Stewart of Teviotdale, 
or of Jedworth, of the lands of Abercorne, and caſtle there- 


of, blenche ». See View of Evidence for Lord Galloway, 


P:. 15. 
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- lihood may be added the lands of Fynnart, or 
Fynnart-Stewart, in the county of Renfrew, which, 
ſeem early to have been the appanage of one of 


the younger branches of the Darnley family: 


On the 17th October 1396, a contract was en- 
tered into at Dumfries, by Sir William Stewart, 
and his kinſman Sir Walter Stewart of Dalſwin- 


ton (1); in which it was agreed, that John, the 


eldeſt ſon and heir- apparent of the former, ſnould 
marry Marion, only daughter and ſole heireſs to 
the latter (51). To this contract Sir John Stew- 


art is a witneſs, who, there is every reaſon to be- 


lieve, muſt have been Sir John Stewart of Darn- 


ley. The deed, which is curious and important, 


is written in the Scottifh dialect. An authentic 
copy of it is preſerved. in the Regiſter Office at 
Edinburgh; and it has been uniformly referred to 


by every writer, except yourſelf, on the name ef 
Stewart. The marriage: ceremony between the 
parties was celebrated, acèdrding to the forms of 


the agreement, ſome time before Candlemas *, (ot | 
the 2d of F ebruary) 1 in the following year. 

Both Marion and John Stewart ſeem to have 
been very young, when they were thus betrothed ; 


tor they were not even conlidered as parties in the 


contract. The lady could not greatly have ex- 
ceeded her ninth or e year ; ; and her huſband 
| Shes 15 Was, 


3 o : - 


le. 1 r r * „ * 


. ter, 


— 2 * 


(L) See the Genealogical Sketch ſubjoined to this = 


(1) Macfarlane's Collection of Charters, p. 116, # the 


Advvcate's Library. . od 
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1 
was, to all appearance, not much older (N). 
Agreeably to a cuſtom then prevalent in Scotland, 
and ſtill common in many countries of Europe, 
where a conſiderable property is meant to be re- 
tained in the family, the marriage- ceremony was 
early ſolemnized, and cohabitation deferred to a 
maturer period. e 5 
In conſequence of the ſtipulations of the con- 
tract, Sir William, not long after, put his ſon in 
poſſeſſion of landed property to the annual value 
of © ſeven ſcore merks *; which, as it appears, 
was the eſtate of Caſtlemilk (o). Nothing, in fact, 
could be more natural or commodious. Theſe 
lands were ſituated in the immediate vicinity of 
thoſe of Dalſwinton, which his daughter-in-law 
was to inherit: And, from documents. ſtill extant, 


it. 


P ©. Ex ny * 2 —_——— 


. . 
2 — n 


» 


(*) Marion 3 in the year 1 aan could - not t have 
been much above the age mentioned in the text: For, after 
the death of her firſt huſband, az. 1420, ſhe was ſtill young, 
and married Sir John Forreſter of Corſtorphin, to whom ſhe 
brought ſeveral children. There is, in the poſſeſſion of 
Nielſon of Carſuck, a charter which ſhe executed, in con- 
junction with Sir John Forreſter, in the year 1444; and 
there are ſeveral evidences to prove, that ſhe lived till about 
1449. See Evid. for Lord ä p. 22. 


(o) * Jon dees the ſon and ayr of the aforeſaid Sir 
“ William, fal hafe to wyfe Maryoune, the dowghter of 
« the foreſaid Sir Walter, &c.; and the foreſaid Sir Wil- 
„ Ham ſhall lefe and gife, till his ſon and ayr foreſaid, 
„ VII. XX. of merks worth of land and annuil rent, with- 
. © outin fraud or gile,” See 2 8 . al- 


ready _ 


re- 


worth, Minto (r), &c. 


Stewart of W ( * 


185 J 


it 1s cottaini that Sir William continued; Judog 
his life, to retain the eſtates in 'Teviotdale, Jed- 
We find, therefore, by a 
charter, dated 1409, and recorded in the Chartu- 


lary * of Paiſley, that his eldeſt ſon, before he re- 


ceived the honour of knighthood, was actually in 
poſſeſſion of the lands of Caſtlemilk. As one of 


the witneſſes to this deed, he is enn Jabn 


. . ——_— 


- . , - . 4 
—_—@— 2 


— — 


(r) This is evident Las ſeveral charters ſtill extant. 


(See Evid. for Lord Galloway, p. 22.). And it is further 


confirmed by a clauſe in the contract juſt now cited, that 
all the reſt of his eſtate, in which he then ſtood inveſted, or 
which he ſhould after wards acquire, with the exception of 
twenty pounds worth of land annual“ rent, reſerved for his 


other ſon, ſhould be bequeathed to his fon John Stewart and 


Marion his wife, or their heirs. © And all ye lafe, y* he 
« {al conqueſt, to be gyvin to ye foreſaid. John, his ſon and 
* ayr, outtakyn XX pounds worth of ankle to be gy via til 
<« his or. ſon, or qwhar he will,” 


(0 The document here alluded to, is a charter, by which 
William Urry difpones * his lands of Falton, in the barony 


of Renfrew, to the Abhot and Monks of Paifley. The wit- 


neſſes are deſcribed as follows: Præ ſentibus Johanne Se- 
ue ſcallo de Caſtlemili, Fobanne Sympel Domino Ellynſton, 
Domino R. Maxwell, Domino de Calderwood, Cc. teftibus ad 
præmiſſa vocatis ſpecialiter et rogatis. As this charter is of 
conſiderable importance, and has given riſe to much diſcuſ- 

ſion, the reader will find an accurate copy of it in the Ap- 
Nn to che preſent 1 . 9 * 


* 
% $; 


() See the clauſe of the contract quoted above: Out- me 
« takyn XX pounds worth of land, to be gyvin till his 

cpr. ſon, or quhar he will.” Note (FT). That this was the 
ce eſtate of Fynnart, granted to the younger Sir William Stew- 

art, is a ſuppoſition the more probable, that we find Sir Da- ( 

vid Stuart of Caſtlemilk is defigned “of F ynnart,” previous ( 

( 


— 


ith | 

1 In purſuance, likewiſe, of the terms of the con- 0 

iſ tract, Sir William reſerved to himſelf the power 

"a of beſtowing, on his fecond fon, eftates to the year- t 
Al ly value of twenty pounds” (R); which, if a 1 

4 conjecture may be indulged, was, in all probabili- 

4 ty, the lands of Fynnart.. In regard to his other 1 
10 4 poſſeſſions, they went, of courſe, on his death, to uU 
1 60 his grandſon by the heireſs of Dalſwinton; as it is 0 
14 well known, and will hereafter be ſeen, that his Ic 
1 1 eldeſt ſon died almoſt ten years before his father. tl 
Wh The pacification between the two kingdoms, aj 
Wh; the ſhort-lived fruit of ſo many conventions, and ſt 
bg ſo much diſcuſſion, did not laſt quite four years. 60 
189 Soon after its expiration, Sir William Stewart, m 
[ lik about the end of the year 1490, in conjunction pe 
Wnt with Sir Richard Rutherford and his ſons, John E. 
14 Turnbull, ſurnamed < Out with the Sword, and A 
il 'q ſeveral other chieftains, made an irruption into D 
"mt England. But, being ſuddenly attacked by a ſu- W Cc: 
ME perior force under Sir Robert Umfranville, the & 
Ws whole were completely ſurrounded and taken pri- 6 
0-7 ſoners $(3)- _ — IV. who had now ſuc- iſ of 

1 ceeded 26 
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14 
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| 7 the death of his father, in ws 39.or 1440. 


8) See Harding's e Redpath's Hiſtory of FE 
| Aren 8 367, &c. 
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ceeded to the throne of England, iſſued rde to 
prevent the ranſom of the Scottiſn priſoners; and 
they accordingly were carried to the Tower of 
London (Tc )ꝰ. | 

It is not until the year 1419, when ſuccours 
were ſent, from Scotland, to the Dauphin, after- 


wards Charles VII. of France, that we again hear 


of Sir William Stewart. Henry V., it ſeems, not 
long after his acceſſion, permitted the releaſe of 
the captives; and, on that occaſion, Sir William 
appears to have regained his liberty. By the hi- 
ſtorians who delineate this period, Sir William 
« Stewart lately delivered out of priſon,” is na- 
med as among the commanders in the French ex- 
pedition (u). The principal leaders were the 
Earl of Buchan, the Earl of Wigton, (eldeſt ſon to 
Archibald Earl of Douglas), Sir John Stewart of 
Darnley, Sir William Stewart of Jedworth and 
Caſtlemilk, Sir John Swinton, Sir John Turnbull, 
&c. ſeemingly the ſame who was ſurnamed © Out 
„with the Sword“ (v), the faithful companion 
of Sir William Stewart, in many of his OR” | 
ZES, 

The public eranſattions-i in France, in the com- 


mencement of the I Sth century, are ſufficiently 
known, 


(x) Rymer, Fad. Angl. tom. viii, p- 162. 
(o) Hall and Grafton's Henry VI. v. 24. . 


(v) See an account of the battle of Cravant, preſerved 
among the Harleian MSS. Ne 782. 


[ 56 J 
known, and not leſs memorable and important. 
To the honour of the Scotch, it was by their firm- 


neſs, that the Dauphin's deſperate fortunes were- 
retrieved ; and at the battle of 


of Darnley being appointed Conſtable of the Scot- 
tiſh army, it is certain, that his brother and him- 


ſelf made a conſiderable figure i in moſt of the en- 


gagements that took place, from the battle of 
Agincourt, to the ſiege * Orleans (x). 


() The French hiſtorian Thaumaſſiere (in his Hifloire 
de Berry), thus ſpeaks of the ſervices which Sir John Stew- 
art of Darnley rendered to Charles VII., and the marks of 


favour he received from that Monarch. En ce temps Jean 
Stuart, Connttable d'Ecofſe, amena au ſecours de ce Roi, des © 


Bandes de gens de pred, et des archers a cheval, qu'il entretint 
pluſieurs annees d ſes fraix et depens ; pendant leſquelles il lui 

rendit des fignales ſervices ; vainquit les Anglois en plufieurs 
rencontres ; gaigna les batailles de Crevant et de Baugte ; au 
moyen deſquelles il releva les faires de France, et remit aux 
Frangois le courage de ſe defendre, et de chaſſer les Anglots 
hers de royaume. En conſideration de ces importants ſervices, 
le Roi Charles VII. lui donna le Comte d Eureux, et la Cha- 
tellerie de Concourſault ; et depuis, par patente s, donner a 
Bourges le 26ieme de Mars 1422, verifiees au parlement, Ie 
penultieme de Juillet 1425, il lui tranſporta d perpetuite, et a 
ſes Boires maſles en droite ligne, la ville, terre, chdtel, et chd- 
tellerie d Aubigny ſur Nerre, ſans en rien retenir que la foi et 
Bommage- liege, reſſort et ſouveraineté. J here give ſo large 
an extract from this wordy writer, for two reaſons: firſt, 
Becauſe he has delivered a moſt minute account of the 


principal 


E, which was. 
gained by their valour, the firſt ſuc eſsful check 
was given to the Engliſh arms. Sir John Stewart 


Of 


enemy (z). 


391. 


Of theſe exploits, how honotrable ſoever to 


the actors, we ſhall, for the ſake of brevity, wave 
the detail. 


As the author of the Genealogical 
Hiſtory of the Stewarts has ſo fully recorded 
them (x), the repetition, in this place, would be 
the more needleſs. But let it be obſerved, that 
the object of that writer's minuteneſs is, in ſome 
ſort, laudable and important; as, from the varie- 
ty of original evidence he has adduced, both from 
the authors and the public offices of France, an 
incontrovertible demonſtration is eſtabliſhed, that 
Sir William Stewart, the firſt of Caſtlemilk, was 
the brother of Sir John Stewart of Darnley. 
Suffice it, therefore, to ſtate, that both brothers 
were ſlain before Orleans, in gallantly, though 
imprudently, attacking ſuperior numbers of the 
This event took 18 on the 12th. 
of February 249% | - 
1 A When 


* 


principal exploits and honours of Sir John Stewart of Darn- 
ley; and, ſecondly, Becauſe he has delivered it in a ſtyle ſo 
very fimilar to that of the- Genealogical Hiſtorian of the 
Stewarts, that I am tempted to believe the latter had be- 
come enamoured of the beautiful circuity of the French an- 
naliſt, and accordingly has fucceeded, in giving a moſt ad- 
mirable tranſcript of it, in his own language. See the 


work laſt mentioned, palſim. 


(r) Genealog: Hiſt. of the sun, Part II. P- II 3— 
160. 


(29 There is a hiftory of he! 3 of Orleans, written 
by Lodocius , a profeſſor in that city, about the 
middle 


* 


1 550 
When Sir John Stewart of Darnley embarked 
for Fr ance in 40595 it appears that he was accom- 
| — 


middle of the 16th „ * contains tewendi parti- 
culars relating to both Sir John and Sir William Stewart, 


and is compoſed in not inelegant latinity. According to 


this author, about a thouſand men, (utriuſque armature 


 equites ), on the 8th February, threw themſelves into Or- 
leans. They were headed by different leaders; inter quos 
| eminebat Gulielmus Stuardus, Scotus. Sir John Stewart he 
deſcribes, as vir Scoticus, equitum magiſter, e Stuarda regia 
Familia Scotorum. Erat pugnaci ingenio, et ad ommem vel 


dubiam pugnæ aleam paratus. On the 12th, it ſeems, a 2 


ſortie was made on the enemy. The attack, at the ear- 


neſt inſtance of the Conſtable, although at head only of a 
handful of troops, was imprudently carried too far; (uin 
confligeret, vel obtęſtantibus ob/iſtentibusque aliis, retineri non 


potuit) 5 ànd the Engliſh, in conſequence, were driven in- 


to their intrenchments. But, no ſooner had they time to 
rally, than they furiouſly returned on the inferior numbers 
of the aſſailants, who were, almoſt to a man, cut to pieces. 
Infelict concilio, amotis equis, quo militibus, exaguato pericu- 


lo, animus amplius efſet, in pedes defilierunt, acieque iaſtructa, 


ad ae Boſtium contendunt qui omnibus rebus ſubitò per: 


territi, cum exiftimarent 0 Omnes Francorum copias adventuras, 


neque conſilii habendt, neque arma capiendi, ſpatio dato, per- 
turbabantur, ut copuas ne adverſus hoſtem educere, an caftra 


defendere, an fugd ſalutem petere, quid preflaret neſcirent. 


Sed fortuna, gue plurimaun poteſt in religuis rebus, tum pre- 
cipue in bello, parvi niomenti magnas rerum commutationes 
efficit, ut tum accidit. Nam Angli, cognita Francot um pau- 
citate, cum longius abeſſe Claromontanum cum robore exerci- 
ths viderent, eruptione fad, infeſtis fignis, tantd vi in Fran- 
cos impetum fecerunt, ut major pars converſa, non ſoli:m loco 
excederent, ſed protinus incitati, fugd caſtra repeterent, An: 

gh 


rent. 


pre- 
iones 
pay: 
Cerct- 
Fran- 
2 loco 
As. 


gli 


9 


aſtied by a conſiderable number of friends and 
kinſmen, as well as a moſt reſpectable body of 
military retainers 11 8770 257 een Sir William 
| i Stewart . 


. 4 FOR 5 8 * re enn #'S 7 


ole animos an at in perculſo ee gerius incedere. 
Tum fectaculum Borribile in campis Patentibus, fequi, Fuge- 
re, occidi, capi; multi, vulneribus acceptis, neque fugere poſſe, 


_ neque quietem pati; niti modo, et ſtatim concidere. P. 62. 


Notwithſtanding the length of this note, I cannot refrain 
from adding the account that follows of the attachment and 
fall of the two brothers, which is equally cHaràcteriſtie, and 
neatly expreſſed. In eb prælio, ceciderunt ex Francis qua- 
dringenti et amplius bomines, atqne in his plant 0 clarioris nb- 
minis, Aleburtus, Orvallus, Gullielmus Stuardus, 7 erdura- 


ranus, &c. et vir fortiſſimus Joannes Stuardus ampli} 


genere nutus. Hic, cum fratre intercluſo ab hoſtibus P. 
lium ferret, illum ex Periruli er ipuit, ipſe oulteratus, guodd 
potut, fortrffime ręſtitit- Cum circumventus, multzs vulneri- 
bus accepts, cecidiſſet; atque id frater, qui jam prelio exceſ- 
ſerat, procul animadverti{ſet, citato pede, ſeſe hoſtibus obtulit, 
atque interfectus eft. P. 62. The remark of the author of 
the Genealogical Hiſtory on this paſſage, is no leſs charac- 
teriſtic and appropriate. Speaking of Sir John and Sir 
William Stewarts, he ſays, that the French author, from 
« the ſtyle in which he writes, ſeems to have been a great 
« admiter of their actions.“ P. 157. By a ſcholar it would 
have been obſerved, on the ſame ground, that he was a 


greater admirer, as well as an 2 imitator, of Lvy and Taci- 


tus. 


() See quotation, in a a for er note, from Thaumaſ- 
ſiere, p. 56. 

The letters- patent, anden to Sir Johi Steurt, of the 
lands of Aubigny and Concrefſault, by Charles VII. of 
France, and found in the Chambre des Comptes at Paris, 
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E 
Stewart of Jedworth, and his couſin Sir Alan 
Stewart of Allanton, were, without doubt, among 
the number of thoſe who engaged in the expedi- 
tion B). It is likewiſe believed, and with conſi- 
derable probability, that both the ſons of the for- 
mer took up arms in the ſame cauſe. 6 
Previous to the year 1418, (but how long it is 
uncertain), Marion Stewart loſt her father. On 
2 | | this, 


_——_— 


—— — 


proceed on a recital of the gallant conduct of Sir John, at 
the battle of Bauge, and on other occaſions; and parti- 
cularly mention his grande compagnie de gens d'armes et de 
trait, qu'il avoit amente avec lui d'Ecofſe. See Genealog. 
Hiſt. of the Stewarts, Part III. p. 117, 118. 

As to the preciſe year in which the expedition to France 
took place, neither French nor Engliſh writers are agreed, 
ſome placing it in 1419, ſome in 1420, and others even in 1421. 
For various reaſons, I am inclined to believe it happened in 
the autumn of the firſt-mentioned year. There is a deed exe- 


cuted by Sir John Stewart, Lord of Darnley, 21ſt Septem- 


ber 1429, by which he mortifies* (i. e. makes an endow- 


ment) to the Predicant Friars of Glaſgow, two bolls of 
corn“ (oats), and two bolls of bear“ (barley), from the 


Mains“ of Crookſton, and two bolls of meal, from the 


Mill of Darnley. This deed is in the poſſeſſion of the 
Univerſity of Glaſgow, which ſucceeded to the revenues 
of the Predicant Friars; and it ſeems to have been grant- 


ed, juſt before the * of the en. 


(B) The ee concerning Sir Alan Stewart is 
learnt from a MS. hiſtory of his family, (ſtill preſerved 
in it), which was commenced by James Stewart, the ſon of 


Sir Alan. This laſt was born in Paris of a French lady, 
whom his father married in that country, ſoon after his 
arrival. See Genealogical Sketch $3bjoined to this Letter. 


qu 


charter in the poſſeſſion of Lockhart of Lee. 


[L 61 J 


this, her huſband, ſucceeding to the ample nol. 
ſeſſions of the latter, became Sir John Stewart of 
Garlies and Dalſwinton; and reſigned, according 


to a practice very uſual with his family, the lands 


of Caſtlemilk to his younger brother Sir Wil- 
liam (c). The ale of the eſtate of Kelly 1 in 1418, 
| | - ung 


8 


=_ is the bande times, 4 W in . it 
was univerſal for great proprietors of land to grant eſtates 


to their children, which the latter held and were deſigned“ 


by, during the life of the parent. This, indeed, was the 
only method, by which patrimony could be beſtowed, as 
circulating caſh was a rare commodity. . Theſe eſtates were 
always held, by military tenure, of the head of the family, 
as the ſubje&-ſuperior*, (as it is termed in the law of Scot- 
land); and by him they were held under ſome more power- 
ful chieftain, or ſometimes of the Monarch himſelf. - Thus, 
the lands of Caſtlemilk were conſtantly dependant on the 
Stewarts of Darnley, who, in their turn, poſſeſſed them by 


virtue of charters from the Lords of Annandale. It was 


4 common practice, likewiſe, to beſtow property on one 
ſon, and, failing“ him, it was to go to another: Or, an el- 
der brother, on any new ſucceſſion opening to him, or on 
any other remarkable occaſion, frequently conveyed it to a 
younger. The examples of both are numerous in the Darn- 
ley family ; and ſeveral have been cited by the author of 
the Genealogical Hiſtory of the Stewarts. Sir Alexander 
Stewart, an. 1399, granted the lands of Newton of Wyſ- 


ton in Lanerkſhire, to his ſon Robert, and his heirs-male ; 


and, failing“ them, to James, another of his ſons. See 
G. L, p. 98, 


99. Sir John Stewart of Darnley, during his father” s life- 
time, enjoyed the eſtate of Caſtlemilk ; (See documents | 
quoted, p. 49. note (1).); and, on ſome occaſion, reſigned 


[ 62 J 


and of that of Garnſallock, two years after, ſeem 
to have been brought on by the -heavy expence 
incurred in railing his contingent of troops for 
the French expedition (D). The common opi- 


nion 


— ——— 


it to his brother Sir Wine ; And, in the ſame manner, 


it appears that Sir John, the ſon of the latter, who poſſeſſed 


the property in 1409, relinquiſhed it to his brother, the 
younger Sir William, as we have ſlated it in the text. See 


the two charters quoted p. 65: note (I), wherein the 


| younger Sir William appears as a witneſs, an. 1411 and 
1415. | | 


Stewart, Lord of Darnley, granted a charter of the eſtate of 
Dreghorn, in Ayrſhire, to his brother Alexander. See con- 
firmation thereof in Pub. Records, B. iv. No 23. The 
ſame Lord of Darnley likewiſe gave him, an. 1452, the 
lands of Galliſton, in the ſame county. See Confirm. Pub. 
Records, B. iv. Nꝰ 296. 


(p) I. A renunciation * of pretence to the barony « of 


Cally, by Sir John Stewart, Lord of Dalſwinton, with con- 
ſent and aſſent of Marion Stewart, his wife, in favour of Sir 


John Stewart of Gyrton, dated the laſt day of October 1418, 
and tranſumed “ before the official of Glaſgow, May 12th | 


1462. © Be it maid kende till all men, be theſe preſents, 
& me John Stewart, Knyt, Lord of Dalſwinton, with con- 
« ſent and aſſent of Marion my vyffe,” &c. This docu- 
ment is in the charter-cheſt of James Murray, Eſq; at Kel- 
ly, marked B. 15. Ne g. II. Charter of confirmation, by 
King James I., dated in the church of St Andrew, in Edin- 
burgh, May 4th 1426, confirming a charter; by Murdoch 
Duke of Albany, to Sir Herbert Maxwell of Carlaverock, 
of the lands of Garnſalloch, in the barony * of Dalſwinton, 


On 


In the ſame way, alſo, at an after period (14 46) * 


>, 63] 
nion ſtates, that he was nile in 5 rance, ig 1419 


+4 094 


va” £.4 tc 


lady. had become a widow i in the claſs of the laſt | 


mentioned year (K). Sir John left two ſons; of 
whom the elder, became Sir. William Stewart of 
Dalſwinton, predeceſſor to Lord Galloway; z. and 
the other, John Stewart, Provoſt® of Glaſgow. (x). | 

Of Sir- William Stewart, the ſecond of Caſtle- 
milk, younger brother to Sir. John Stewart of 
Dalſwinton, few, particulars have been recorded. 

1 . | The 


1 


— — 


on the voluntary refignation of Marion 89 Lady - 


Dalſwinton, who is there repreſented to have been ih a ſtate 


of widowhood, in purd viduitate. The Duke of Albany's 
charter is dated Edinburgh, October 28. 1420, and a tran- 
ſumpt“ of it is inſerted in the charter of confirmation. 
There is a clauſe in the above mentioned renunciation * of 
pretence, in which it is ſtipulated, that the eſtate of Kelly 
ſhould be redeemable, on depoſiting twelve hundred 
« merks, on a day betwix the ryfi ing and the ganging to reſt 
* of the ſon, on ye. hie allter of ye. kyrk of Gyrton.” As 
this deed is dated 1418, and the Scotch expedition to France 
took place in 1419, the cauſe we have, in conjunction with 
Mr Williams, aſſigned for the ſale of the eſtate, is rendered 


highly probable. Evid. for Lord Galloway, p. 2 23. 


(E) See the IId. kehment! in the foregoing note, where 
Marien See is faid to be in eg er an. e 


(3) See the Genealogical Sketch at the end of this Ler- 


ter, . 
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The circumſtance of his bearing the name of 


William, as well as his father, has been the cauſe 
of much genealogical perplexity, and, as we have 
ſeen, the ground of the preſent competition. Yet 


the documents which remain concerning him are 
pretty ſatisfactory, and calculated to remove eve- 


ry doubt that has been induſtriouſly raiſed on this 
ſubject. 

From the foregoing proofs it appears evideiit; 
that of the vaſt landed property, poſſeſſed by the 
Darnley family in this period (o), the eſtate of 
Caſtlemilk was an appanage of the younger bran- 
ches, for ſeveral generations. By the poſſeſſor it 


was uſually reſigned to a ſon or a brother, on the ; 


ſucceſſion of the former to property of more am- 
ple extent, or on ſome other important occurrence 


taking place in the family. In this r manner we 
| have 


PR 
tt. 


* 


(G) Theſe eſtates, as it appears from good authority, 


were certainly very great. In Renfrewſhire, they had the 


Darnley eſtate, comprehending the lands of Crookſton, or 
Crookinfee, &c.: In Lanerkſhire, that of Camnethan, and 
Newton of Wyſton, beſides other property in Avendale: 


In the county of Ayr, the eſtate of Galſton and Dreghorn: 
In Linlithgowſhire, that of Ballincrief, Bathgate, and Tor- 


bane, and other poſſeſſions thereto attached: In the lordſhip 


of Annandale, and county of Dumfries, that of Caſtlemilk 


and Brommel. To theſe may be added the lands of Caſſil- 


ton in Lanerkſhire, and Finnart, or Finnart-Stewart in the 
county of Renfrew, which ſeem to have been among the 
appanages of the younger branches, at a very early period. 


See Genealog. Hiſt. of the Stewarts, Part III. p. 103, 104. 
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have ſeen, that Sir John Stewart of Darnley, whio- 


enjoyed the eſtate in 1387, reſigned it, ſoon after, 
to his brother Sir William (n): And he, accord- 


ingly, appears as the poſſeſſor, and as one of the 
conſervators of the peace, in 1398 (1). Sir Wil- 
liam then, in terms of his contract with Sir Wal- 


ter Stewart, gave it to John, his eldeſt ſon, on his 
marriage with the heireſs of Dalſwinton. By 


John, as has been ſeen, it was held in 1409, and 
apparently ſome years later (x); until he, alſo, 
finally relinquiſhed it, in favour of his brother 


William, when the former ſucceeded to the pro- 


perty of Dalſwinton. 


The ſtep laſt mentioned in this weer ie will 
appear manifeſt, from the following proofs. About 
the year 1411, a charter was granted, by Archi- 
bald Earl of Douglas, to Sir John Stewart of Gyr- 


ton, to which, among others, William Stewart is 


a witneſs (x). This witneſs is ſuppoſed, by Mr 
911 Williams, 


— * 
— —_— 


— 


(a) See p. 30. note 00 and op PR note 0 
©) See p- 41. note G0. 05 5 
00 See 5 53: note D. 1 


(1) This charter is flill in the poſſeſſion of 115 Mur- 
ray, Eſq; at Kelly. The granter is ſtyled Archibaldus, Co- 


mes de Douglas, Dominus Gallovidie et de Annandale ; and | 


it is in favour of Dominus Johannes Seneſcallus de Gyrion, de 


terris de Burle, in dominio Callovidia, and to Elizabeth his 


daughter. The witneſſes are Willielmus de 2 ne po: 
LED to 


— * 2 
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Williams, to be the younger Sir William Stewart 


of Caſtlemilk; and, certainly, it correſponds with 
the time, when he had not obtained the dignity of 


knighthood. But the documents that authenti- 


cate him beyond the poſſibility of a doubt, are 
two charters by the ſame Earl of Douglas, the one 
to Simon Carruthers of Mopſewald, dated an. 
1411 (M), and the other to John de Park, of which 


laſt. 


—— 


to the Earl of Douglas, Thomas M*Culloch, Ferguſius Mac- 
dowall, Alexander Gordon, Johannes Keith, milites; Alex- 


ander Cairns, præpoſitus eccleſiæ de Lincluden, Johannes 


Gordon, Willielmus Seneſcalli, et alii. The charter wants 


a date, as was then very uſual; but from ſome circumſtances 


mentioned in note (x) of next page, it muſt have been exe- 


cuted between 1411 and 1424. Neſbitt, in his Syſtem of 


Heraldry, (Appendix, p. 25 .), ſpeaks of this charter. He 
ſays he ſaw it in the hands of David Symſon, the hiſtorio- 
grapher for Scotland, and was among the number of char- 
ters taken by him from Lord Galloway: s charter-cheſt. 


(M*) This is an original charter granted by Archibald 


Earl of Douglas, in which he is deſigned * Lord of Gallo- 
way and Annandale, to Simon Carruthers of Mouſewald, of 
the lands of Hodholme, &c. in the lordſhip of Annandale. 
It is dated 4th December 1411, at Lochmaben. The teſt- 
ing“ clauſe is as follows: In cujus rei teftimonium, Buic præ- 

| fenti carte noſtre figillum noftrum fecimus apponi, apud Loch- 


maben, quarto die menſis Decembris, anno Domini mille/imo 
guadringenteſimo undecimo, his tęſtibus, Facobo de Douglas, 
Scutifero, fratre naſtro cariſſimo ; Dominis Williemo Domino 


de Graeme, Willielmo de Douglas de Middiſdale, Willietmo de 
| Fong: de Drumlanrig, Willielmo de Haya de Loncherwart, 


 Willielme 


os. in. es 


bh 


1 


„ oo hk, 1 2-2 as 
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laſt the date, from unqueſtionable circumſtances, 
muſt be placed between the years 1411 and 1424, 
but, 0m auß ee 141 5 (N). To both 
deeds 


ä O 3 * c 


— 
— — 


Willielmo de Borthwick, Unſrids y erties Willielmo Sene- 


ſcallo, Joanne de Carliſle, Thoma de Moravia, et Roberto 
Herris, militibus, conſanguineis noſtris, et multis aliis. It is 
preſerved among the Duke of Queenſberry' S archives at 
Drumlanrig. 


/ 


(N) Allo an original charter, granted by the ſame Ar- 


chibald Earl of Douglas, therein likewiſe deſcribed as Lord 


of Galloway and Annandale, to John de Park, and Janet 
Chiſholm, his ſpouſe, of the lands of Gilbertfield, in the ba- 
rony * of Drumſargart, and county of Lanerk. The teſt- 
ing“ clauſe is in theſe words: In cujus rei teſtimonium, Buic 


pra ſenti carte notre figillum noftrum fecimus apponi, apud 
caſtrum noftrum de Bothwell, his teſtibus, Dominis Willielmo 


de Haya de Loncherwart, Willielmo de Borthwick de eodem, 

Willielmo Seneſcalli de Caſtelmylk, militibus, conſangniners 
noftris dilectis; Magiſtris Alexandro de Cairns, prapofito de 
Lyncluden, Mathzo de Geddes, et Jacobo de Fawfide, eccle/ra- 
rum Beate Marie de Foręſta et de rivale rectoribus clericts 


naſtris, cum multis aliis. The charter wants a date, as is 
the caſe with many ancient papers. But as the Earl of 
Douglas appears in it as Lord of Annandale, uſimg, in his 


ſeal, the arms of that family united with thoſe of Douglas, 
the deed muſt have been executed, at leaſt ſubſequent to the 
time of his acquiring the lordſhip of Annandale, z. e. at leaſt 


in the year 1411, and, as certainly, previous to his death, 
which happened in 1424. From every circumſtance in the 


life of Sir John and Sir William Stewart, 1 am inclined to 
empty it about 1415. | 


The 
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clearly indicate the laſt ſtep in the ſucceſſion to 


[ 68 ] 


deeds Sir William Stewart ſtands ds 2 witneſs, In 
the firſt, he is deſcribed ſimply as Sir William 


« Stewart;” in the ſecond, as *© Sir William 


« Stewart of Caſtlemilk ;” and, in both, as cou- 
« fin to the Earl of Dolls the granter.“ 
Now, it is impoſſible that any thing can more 


the 


0 5 * 
— RS 2 * Wo ” > LE —" TEE y 1 


e * 4 2 — 
— » — — — 


The charter to John de Park we have already had occa- 
ſion to notice; and that, as well as the grant by William 


| Urry to the Monks of Paiſley, have, on ſeveral accounts, be- 


come memorable in the preſent controverſy. There is little 


doubt, but that the former was among the number of anci- 


ent papers abſtracted, by the curioſity of antiquaries, from 


the archives of Lord Galloway, nearly a century ago. Af. 
ter paſſing through ſeveral hands, it at length came into the 


poſſeſſion of that intelligent genealogiſt, Mr Hamilton of 


Wiſhaw ; and he, I am well informed, being convinced that 
the witneſs there mentioned was Sir William Stewart, the 
younger of Caſtlemilk, and anceſtor of the preſent family in 
| Lanerkſhire, gave it, about 1710, to Sir William, (the fa- 


ther of Archibald Stuart), the then proprietor, by whom it 


was depoſited in the charter-cheſt at Caſtlemilk.” And 


happy were it for all parties concerned, had it been ſuffered 
to remain in the undiſturbed quiet of that repoſitory ! For 
the author of the Genealogical Hiſtory of the Stewarts, 


above all others, it had certainly proved fortunate; as, in 


that caſe, he never probably would have conceived the fan- 


cy of placing himſelf at the head of the Houſe of Stewart, 


Lord Galloway alſo would then have continued in the un- 


| moleſted poſleſſion of his rights; and neither Mr Williams 
nor myſelf had the trouble of refuting a weak, though moſt 
| laborious deduQtion of unfounded arguments. See this for- 


merly hinted at, in p. 19. and note (x). 
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the Caſtlemilk eſtate; than theſe two charters. By 
accurately comparing the terms, in which Sir Wil- 
liam Stewart is mentioned in each, it will appear, 
that they imply fomething more, than mere ran- 

dom deſignations &. There is an obvious cauſe for 
the difference in the witneſs's ſituation, when he 


ſubſcribed the one and the other paper, that ſeems | 


wholly to have eſcaped your notice. In the deed 
firſt mentioned, he is properly deſigned ® only 
« Sir William Stewart, couſin to the Earl of Dou- 
* glas;””. becauſe his brother, in the year 1411, 
not having. ſucceeded to Garlies and Dalſwin- 


ton (o), had not therefore reſigned to him the 


lands of Caſtlemilk. But about the year 1415, as 
both theſe events had then taken place, he is de- 


ſcribed, with appropriate accuracy, not only as 


couſin to the Earl of Douglas,” but as “ actual 


_« proprietor of the Caſtlemilk eſtate.” 


That theſe two Sir William Stewarts are one 
and the ſame perſon, there can be no ſort of doubt. 
It is a point you yourſelf have ſucceſsfully labour- 


ed to eſtabliſn; although you moſt erroneouſly ſup- 


poſe, that the brother, and not the nephew, of Sir 
John Stewart of Darnley, is intended in the deed 
(r). The utter impoſſibility of ſuch a ſuppoſition we 
ſhall hereafter have occaſion to ſhow more at large, 
when we examine the arguments, by which your 

theory 


(o) See p- 615 note (c), and p· 62. (p). 


(r) G Hiſt of the Stewarts, Part VII. p. 324— | 
328, | 
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theory is ſupported. Let it ſuffice, for the pre- 


ſent, to obſerve, that the elder Sir William Stew- 
art had, not only, long before, conferred the eſtate 
of Caſtlemilk upon his eldeſt ſon (), but he was 


a priſoner in the Tower of London at the time, 
when it is undeniable that the former, at leaſt, of 


the two charters was executed in Scotland (R). 
In regard to the time of the younger Sir Wil- 


lam Stewart's death, it is ſomewhat uncertain. 


By your inveſtigations it ſeems evident, that he 11- 
ved at leaſt down to the year 1439. So kind, though 
inadvertent a corroboration of Lord Galloway's 
argument, has, however, the effect of rendering 
even your own account in ſome reſpects more con- 


ſiſtent: For Sir William's ſucceſſor does not ap- 
pear to have been inveſted in the Caſtlemilk eſtate, 


till * to the period juſt now mention- 


ed (s). ? 


From the review, Sir, we have r now taken of the 
life of Sir William Stewart, and his two ſons, I 
truſt thak the points intended to be proved have 


been made ſufficiently evident. In an account of 


the preſent competition, given in your book, ſome 
of theſe points are ſo fairly ſtated, and on their 


proof or refutation you ſeem ſo candidly to reſt 


the 


0 See p. 53. note ©. 
(s) See p. 54. note (5), p. 55: (x) and (o). 
(8) The reader will find * points diſcuſſed hereafter, 


p-. 121, &c. 


Sl] 
the iſſue of the conteſt, that, I think, I cannot 
here do better, than tranſcribe the paſſage. © The 
« author of this preſent Genealogical Hiſtory, 
„having beſtowed ſeveral years in the inveſtiga- 
« tion of what relates to the Dernley family, and 
« in tracing the different branches of that family, 
« js ready to admit, that if it can be eſtabliſhed, 


1. „ by an authentic document, or by any thing de- 
FH « ſerving the name of ſolid, good evidence, that 
11 „ Sir William Stuart of Jedworth was the ſon of 
gh « Sir Alexander, or the brother of Sir John Stu- 


s « art of Dernley ; or that he poſſeſſed the lands of 
« Caſtelmilk, as well as thoſe of Dal//winton and 


* Jedworth, and, in conſequence thereof, was 
- || © ſometimes deſigned'“ of Jedworth, and at other 
ne, i times of Caſtelmilk; then *, and in either of 


YL « theſe caſes, he ſhould be of opinion, that the 
* preſent Earl of Galloway muſt be the undoubt- 

tha ed heir-male and repreſentative of the Dern- 
1 ley family, on the failure * of Cardinal York: 
| „For it, is very well aſcertained, that the Earl 
tof | © of Galloway is deſcended from, and is the true 
« heir- male and repreſentative of Sir William 
“Stuart of Jedworth, whoſe ſon John married 
reſt ** the heireſs. of Dalſwinton.“ (T7). No doubt, 
the you have here committed a material error, viz. 
the ſuppoſing it to be advanced, by Lord Gallo- 
way, that Sir William Stewart of Jedworth ever 
poſſeſſed the e eſtate oh nope than which no- 
FCC dane 


8 


F 4 x 
r 2 * *» ä a 1 at 


after, 


(1) Genealog. Hiſt, of the Stewarts, p. 316, 317. 
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thing can be more inconſiſtent with the fact ; al- 
though it is true that his eldeſt ſon did acquire it, 
in conſequence of his marriage. But this, in all 

likelihood, is a mere inadvertency. I ſhall not, 
therefore, take the trouble otherwiſe to controvert 
it, than by referring you, in Es to Mr Wil- 


liams's book. 
Now, Sir, I preſume to think, that all the above 


points, together with ſome others, which you have | 

not taken into the account, are completely proved a 

in the preceding pages. Whether the evidence, t 

in your opinion, may © deſerve the name of ſolid, 4 
good evidence,” I cannot pretend to ſay : But, p 
when compared with moſt of the proofs exhibited il] _ 

by yourſelf, it will be found, to all appearance; as be 
good and ſolid, and, in fact, far more conſiſtent 4 
5 and ſatisfactory. To produce legal evidence of a f 
| _ deſcent from Sir William, the brother of Sir John 1 
Stewart of Darnley, is, we well know, neither in * 

your power, nor Lord Galloway's. The remote- pe 

neſs of the events, as well as the injuries of time, 0 


conſpire to forbid it. A fact, or a ſeries of facts, 
| : 1 th 
may ſometimes be very clearly, although they can- pe 
not be juſt legally demonſtrated ; and the proof of 
a ſucceſſion, whether to landed property or here- th 

ditary honours, which a court of law 1n its official 
th 
capacity would reject, may yet be ſuch, as to bring * 

private and individual conviction to the minds of 
the judges. It is upon a proof like this, prefump- 1 
tive and. circumſtantial, that we pretend to ſay our 
preſent argument is founded. But the preſump- 


tion is {0 Rrong, and the circumſtances, which cgr- 
ä _ *._*- roborat 


the ſame patrotiage: 
to be a younger brother of the Houſe of Darnley, 


4593] 


roborate it, ſo numerous and unqueſtionable, that 


_ ſcarcely any thing, ſhort of legal Wager, _ be 


figured more coneluſ ve. 

From the firſt appearance of Sir William 8 tins 
art in 1385, to his death in 1429, at the ſiege of 
Orleans, a period of 44 years, we have ſeen him 
ſuſtain a conſiſtent character. Agreeably to the 


acknowledged practice of that age, he adopted dif- 


ferent additions or deſignations *, according to the 


various ſituations, and time, and circumſtances of 


the tranſactions, in which they were aſſumed Un- 
der whichever of theſe he chances to appear, whe- 
ther as a commander in military expeditions, a ne- 
gociator in public treaties, or as a party, or a wit- 
neſs in private contracts, he is ſtill ſeen as acting 
with the ſame aſſociates, connected with the ſame 
friends and companions, and honourably enjoying 

Above all, we perceive him 


poſſeſſing eſtates acknowledged to be the heredi- 


tary property of that family, and tranſmitting 


them to his deſcendants. It being, therefore, once 


proved, that Sir William Stewart of Jedworth and 
Sir William Stewart of Gaſtlemilk are one and 


the ſame perſon; and you having fairly ſhown, by 


the French evidence, that that perſon is the bro- 


ther of Sir John Stewart of Darnley, it conſe- 
quently follows, that he muſt alſo be ſon to Sir 
Alexander Stewart, who was the father of both. 
Concerning Sir John and Sir William Stewarts, 
the ſons of Sir William Stewart of Jed worth, we 


perceive that the evidence is equally clear, and 
LD their 
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their character and conduct no leſs conſiſtent. Ob- 
taining the property of Caſtlemilk ſoon after his 


marriage, the elder naturally adopted that deſig- 


nation *, until the ſucceſſion opened to the great- 


er poſſeſſions of his lady, and induced him to be- 
ſtow it, according to former uſage, on his younger 
brother. As to Sir William, we alſo recogniſe 


him, in his turn, enjoying the eſtate; nor was it 
inherited, by his ſucceſſor, on the death of the 


firſt, but of the ſecond Sir William Stewart, who, 
as we have ſhown, ſurvived us: father about ten 
years. 1 | 5k 

The ſpecies of internal evidence, (if I may uſe 


the expreſſion) reſulting from the tranſmiſſion of 
landed property, is in this whole account very re- 
markable. It goes to ſhow, that Sir William 
Stewart of Jedworth,. and his deſcendants of Gar- 
lies and Dalſwinton, originally ſprung from the 
ſock of the Lord High Stewards, and from that of 


Bonkill : That they indiſputably are a younger 


branch of the Darnley family ; and have, in conſe- 
- quence, regularly inherited, and ſtill continue to 
enjoy eſtates, which, on no other hypotheſis, could 
have come into their poſſeſſion. For the ſake of 


perſpicuity, let us here give a conciſe ſummary of 
the principal facts and circumſtances, that conſti- 


tute this evidence, in order that it may be percei- 
ved, by the reader, in one clear and en 


view. 
The barony* of Gn was firft ee 5 


a royal charter, on .. VI. . Lord High 


Ste ward 


an 


1 A ˙¹- abe: 


1 1 


Steward of Scotland, 1263 (v); and from him it 


deſcended to his ſon, Sir Jehnz Stewart of Bonkill 
and Jedworth, 1290 ( v). About the year r320; 
Kin g Robert Bruce beſtowed on Sir Walter Stew- 
art, has mos * —_— en che 1 of Dal. 

PRO g 8 en 


— . : fs . 6 


(v) The charter coating the barony of Garlies, * | 
in Dumfriesſhire, now in the Mates of Kirkcudbright, 
was granted by King Alexander III. and dated '3oth No- 


vember 1263. It exiſted in 1712, and was then in the 
hands of Mr Stewart of Phifgill, a cadet of the Galloway 
family. (See Symſon's Hiſt. of the Stewarts, p. 56.) ; and 


probabl y. is ſtill not irrecoverable. This is another of the 
curious and ancient documents obtained. rom! the e 


| cheſt at Galloway Houſe. 


Wo Evidence for Lord Galloway, p. 3. Sir Jobn gave 
the lands of Garlies, &c. with his caly 5 lh ipod 


W - 
"*. * w 


Garlies, together 8 5 the lands of Curſock, Glenmanock, 
&c., to the deſcendants of the Lord High Stewards in. the 
male line: For, Sir Walter Stewart of Dalſwinton, the 
third ſon of Sir John Stewart of Bonkill and Jedworth, re- 
ceived, about the year 1 328, from John Randolf Earl of 
Murray, A charter of the lands of Garlies, &c.. in which he | 
is ſt yled cbariſſimus avunculus ſuus. This charter is ſtill ; 
extant in the Earl of. Galloway 3 poſſeſſion, at Galloway 
Houſe. It is, as often happened in that “age, without 
date: But, from the death of ſome of the witneſſes who at- 
teſt it, an. 1330, it is evident, that it muſt have been grant 
ed before that period. See the confirmation of this deed, 
by King David II., among the Harleian Mss. " queted | 


9. 35. note (o). 


1 761 
5 as a — for his ſervices, in the expe · 


dition to Ireland, under that Prince's ee Ed- 


ward Bruce (x). | £3 1 
The eſtate of e . to Sir Wil. 
liam Stewart, from his great- grandfather Sir John 


of Bonkill, 1296; and it ſeems to have been an 


appanage of a ſecond ſon of the Darnley family, 
for nearly two centuries (1). Sir Alan Stewart 
of Dreghorn, mentioned an. 1316, &c., was the 
ſecond ſon of Sir John Stewart of Bonkill and 
Jedworth. He had a grant, as appears from in- 
ventories of charters in the public archives, of 


ſeveral lands till in the poſſeſſion of the Earl of 


Galloway, ſuch as thoſe of Croſswell, or Corſ- 
wel, Drothardreg, &c. ( 2). And it is more than 


D 
— 


** 


() See authorities from the hiſftofiais of this eta, P- 26. 
There is, relative to the eſtate of Dalſwinton beſtowed on 


Sir Walter by King Robert Bruce, an account of a char- 


ter, preſerved in Lord Haddington's collection, in the Ad- 
vocates Library at Edinburgh. It is deſcribed, C Barta 
Walteri Seneſcalli de baronia de Dal" wanton, faciendo ſervi- 


tium quantum pertinet ad ipſam baromam, Juxta guantitatem 


antiguam ſerviti de integra baroma de Dalfwinton debiti et 


con ſueti, &c. Sir John Stewart of Dalſwinton was one of 


the great barons, who repaired to England with King Da- 
vid Bruce's ranſom, after the battle of Durham, in which 
he was taken priſoner, an. 1316. Rym. Fed. Angl. tom, 
vi. p. 35. | 


(* Evidence for Lord Galloway, | p-. 19. 


(2) Charter by King David II. to Alan Stewart, father 


to to John Stewart of Darnley, of the lands of Crofſewell, or. 


Corſwell, 


rn. 


ot Lo A Lan to So. 
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probable, that the eſtate of Jed worth was alſo poſ- 
ſeſſed by Sir Alan, and deſcended to his poſterity, 


in a ſimilar manner (a). Jobn Stewart of Jed - 
« worth,” ho is mentioned: in the chartulaty - 
of Kelſo, 1323, there is every reaſon; to believe, 
was Sir John, the eldeſt ſon of Sir Alan, deſigned“ 


W of nn. en bene Mg 


” el : 2 1 5 o. The 


- * © : 0 * a * 
— 2 — 2 1 = i 20 bY fir ar 172 


en, . 


I =. 


Corfwell, UD be and part of Glengary, commonly 


called Knockhill, in the who of nn ap. _ MS. 
| No. 460g. 1 8 x = 5 ef clk. 5 


1 * 
* Q 8 . 


(A) Evidenos for Lord Galloway, N. x 8 


Qz 18117 ran 


(B) The name of the hos Sir John is 1 men- 


5 tioned i in Rymer's 8 FE dera, tom. v. p. 200, 791. tom. vi. p. 34. 
35» 46, 47, &c., It alſo occurs in Macfarlane' s. Collection, 


in the Advocates Library at Edinburgh, i in a charter dated 
an. 1335, and in ſeveral others granted about 1 344. See 


Evid. for Lord Galloway, p. 19, It is however, perfectly 


evident, that the Sir John Stewart, noticed in the text an. 


1323, as proprietor of Jedworth, could not be the ſon, hut 


was the nephew of Sir John Stewart of Bonkill ; an error 
into which ſome writers have ignorantly fallen: But hy 
the author of the Genealogical Hiſtory of the Ste warts the 
miſtake has been purpoſely propagated, in order to perplex 
Lord Galloway's extraction, and raiſe up for him an anceſ- 


tor of the houſe of Bonkill,. and yet. ſeparate from the fami- 


ly of Darnley. See his Genealogical Table, where he deſ- 


- cribes the 4th ſon of Sir John Stewart of Bonkill, as © John. 


«© Stewart of Jedutb, (as he affes to write it); and wheres: 
he affirms, contrary to all evidence whatſoever, - that © Za 
&« left iſſue.” This writer, at his leiſure, may conſult the 


Annals of Scotland, by that * antiquary, and acc 
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The eſtate of Synlaws was granted to Sir Wil 


liam Stewart of Jed worth, an. 1385 (c), that of 
Minto, in 1391; and both are found deſcending 


to his poſterity,” in 1459 and-r476(D). The de- 
ſcent of the lands of Innerwick, &e. belonging 
EW i. 5 417 410 16 nt HER Fe EI. 3 LE. 
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| compliſhed ſcholar, Lord Hailes, { (vol. ii. p. 307), and per- 


haps he will there find authority to ſatisfy him, that the. 
ſon of Sir John of Bonkill in queſtion, killed at Hallidon- 
hill, was not deſigned of Jed with,“ but of Daldon, as we 
accordingly have delineated him. (See the Genealogical 
Sketch, ſubjoined to this Letter.) This is a hope I am the 


more induced ta indulge, on account of our author's un- 


bounded veneration for the learned Lord, uin both theſe cha- 
racters; for, « More attention is due rhe ſays) even to his 
gon jecturet, than to the poitive aſſertions of many other 


authors, on genealogical fe 5  Genealog, Hiſt, of 
the Stewarts, Part II. p. 7 5. | 5 


© PROS 33. note 0 82 


Jew) By a . of FR lands of Minto, by Joby Torn: 


bul, quoted p. 34. note (), it appears, that they were by 


him diſponed * to Sir William Stewart of Jedworth, ar. 
1391. And by the charters No. I. and II., in p. 42. note 


(F), bath Minto and Synlaws are ſeen in the poſſefſion of 
Alexander, ſon to Sir William Stewart of Dalſwinton, in 


the year 1548. There is likewiſe a charter by King James 
III., in the ſixteenth year of his reign, 1476, of the lands 
of Synlaws, Merbottil, &e., in the county of Roxburgh, 


to Thomas Stewart, the ſon of Sir William Stewart of 
Dalſwinton, on the reſignation of Alexander Stewart, ſon 
and heir. apparent to Sir V 


am OE TOs Reconds, 


B. viii. chap, 290. 
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to Lord Galloway; affords, moreover, an addition- 
al inſtance of a ſimilar progreſſion (x). 


As to the eſtate of Caſtlemilk, the licks of £ Wel 
ceſſion in which it has been traced, is likewiſe re- 
markable. Its firſt appearance was in the hands 
of Sir John Stewart of Darnley, an. 1387 (r). 


By him it was conveyed to his brother Sir Wil- 
tiam Stewart of Gaſtlemilk and Jed worth (); 


and it paſſed, afterwards, fueceſſively to his two 
ſons, Sir John and Sir William Ste warts (u). 
The fact we have above noticed, relating to the 


diſputed ſucceſſion to the lands of Minto, the: pro- 
perty of Sir William Stewart of Jed worth, is 


likewiſe convincing. His lineal heirs, inſtead of 
remaining (as yanr theory would require) iti a 
ſtate of inconceivable apathy fur ſeven-and-tweh- 
ty years, immediately claimed the eſtate; and ac- 


_ cordingly, Sir William Stewart of Dalſwinton re- 
gularly made up“ his titles in 1429, on n 
his nin ! gs i 


4 


005 Ex idence for Lord a Galloway, p „% 611 


(1) See two original deeds, i in the belegen of the Dake 
of Montroſe, deſcribed Þ-49- note (9. 


4154 14; 114 111 
(6). ns Hin. of the” eee, Part. III. 3 
It. a g. 4e ae. 1 fung 


' IL 2197180 Id 10d 09 
(u) 1 — grant, by ine Urry, 


ley, cited p. 53. note (C). And the charter by the Earl 


of Dougtzs wo fotm we Park prtgomote nh + 


(1) See p. 46. alſo note (ĩx) thereon. 499 "Om . . 
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To this multiplied evidence may very properly 
be added the circumſtance of the patent, by King 
James VI. of Scotland, and I. of England, creat- 
ing Sir Alexander Stewart of Dalſwinton Lord 


Garlies, in 1607 By that grant it appears, that 


he was raiſed to the peerage principally on ac- 


count of his deſcent from the Stewarts Darn- 
ley (k). Such is not only the reaſon ſpecifically 


aſſigned in the patent; but, in order to give eve- 


ry poſſible force to this authoritative document of 
his genealogy, King James, who was himſelf pa- 

ternally deſcended from that family, commiſſion- 
ed Ludovic Duke of Lennox, then at the head 
of the houſe of Darnley, to inveſt Sir Alexander 


with the intended honour.” The preciſe time, 
when the houſe of. Darnley abe a right of 


ſucceſſion to the title of Lennox, is likewiſe hint- 


ed at, in the patent, as the period, when the fa. 


mily of Garlies branched off from that houſe: | 
And this, it is well known, was by the marriage 


of Sir John Stewart of Darnley, about 1390, with 


Elizabeth, daughter to Duncan Earl of Lennox. 


From the nature, Sir, of the narrative, and the 


proofs which we have now delivered, ſome parts 


will ſeem more, and others leſs concluſive, to the 
impartial reader. Taken as a whole, there is a 
congruity in the evidence, which is ſtriking and 


uniform throughout. It is founded on facts; it 


is 3 corroborated, 258 e $ it is fortified and 


to 8 by 
"3.6 1 * F 
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(*) tw a copy 5 the Patent at full length appendix, 


No. I. 


. confirmed | 


It] 

confirmed by hiftory and probability ; and, in a 
word, doubted by nobody but yourſelf. Befides, 
it poſſeſſes this never-failing charaQeriſtic of truth, 


that all the links in the chain tend more cloſely 


to bind, to conſolidate, and to ſtregthen one ano- 
ther. Let, as to your pretenſions, I will candid- 


ly acknowledge, were the Stewarts of Galloway, 
Blantyre, and a few others only, exterminated, 


no perſon would be found ſo unreafonable as to 


deny, that you were then heir-apparent and repre- 


lentative of the Cardinal de York. 


Ws will now proceed, according to our plan, to 
attempt a refutation of the principal propoſitions 


on which you ſeem. to reſt your claims to be Re- 


preſentative of the Houſe of Stewart; to which 
ſhall be added ſome farther authorities and argu- 


ments, tending to evince the fallacy of your en- 


tire ſyſtem. Let us firſt, however, juſt glance at 
the conciſe and eaſy. method you adopt, to new- 
model the Genealogy of the Houſe of- Bonkill. 
Concerning the original deſcent of the SrEw- 
ARTS in general, and of the line of Bonx1LL in 
particular, you do not diſſent from other writers. 
Down to the year 1398, when Sir William Ste w- 


art of FOO and Caſtlemilk appears in Ry- 
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mer's Fœdera, your account pretty nearly coin- 
_ cides with that which has been given, in the fore- 
going pages. But, from this point of time, you 
think proper to deviate into a path peculiar to 
yourſelf. Determined not to leave Sir William 
im poſſeſſion of his two ſons, (the elder the pro- 
genitor of Lord Galloway, and the younger of 
the Stuarts of Caſtlemilk), you arbitrarily ſtrike 
off an entire generation from your new ſeries. 
Thus, having got rid of the great dilemma of 
two Sir William Stewarts in the ſame age, you 
next proceed to make up*® formal titles to the el- 
der for your own anceſtor Sir David - and thence 
demonſtrate, with a moſt ſuccefsful complacency, 
how theſe titles are veſted in yourſelf. _ 
But the exemplary conduct of Lord Galloway 
| might ſurely have excited you to a more becom- 
ing affection for an acknowledged kinſman. In- 
ſtead of unkindly diſmiſſing all concern for your 
genealogy, he has not only deduced his own li- 
neage, but as carefully pointed out and eſtabliſh- 
ed that of Caſtlemilk. In the Genealogical Hiſ- 
tory of the Stewarts, on the other hand, the No- 
ble Earl is treated with the moſt frigid indiffer- 
ence; and neither himſelf, nor his race, at leaſt 
in the paternal line, is ſo much as allowed a place 
in your table of generations. Sir William 
« Stuart (you tell us) was a quite different per- 
% ſon from Sir William Stewart of Jedworth.— 
And it may be true, (you add), that he was de. 
% ſcended from the ſame flock with the Stuarts of 
9 Dernely; j but he muſt have come from that 
* ſtock 


[83] 
« ſtock ſome generations antecedent to the time 
„of Sir Alexander Stuart of Derneley þ % ba 


Thus, the Nobleman in queſtion is fairly lopped 


off from the trunk of the Genealogical Tree, 
which you have reared and watered with ſo much 
induſtry, He is, without compaſſion, left to ad- 
here to any vacant twig he may be able to ſeize; 


and from thence is permitted to extend his bran- 


ches in what direction ſoever he thinks fit, ſo as 
they neither overtop nor impede thoſe of Derne- 
« ley and Caſtlemilk.“ 

It 1s thus far only that we have any concern 
with your new ſyſtem. With reſpect to all that 
precedes, as well as all that follows, the age of 
Sir William Stewart, it is, as I have ſaid above, 


foreign to the preſent argument. You boaſt of 


the extraordinary light you have thrown on the 
preceding ages. No doubt, in a ſeries of genera- 
tions, extending through ſeveral centuries, ſome 
errors had been committed by the ignorance, and 
ſome doubts had ariſen from the contradictions, of 
genealogiſts. Of the former claſs we have no- 
ticed ſeveral, meritoriouſly expoſed by your, di- 
ligence ; while others of the latter you have ſo 
completely overwhelmed with a prolixity of elu- 

cidation, that, at this moment, they are more un- 
certain than before. | 
The true queſtion between yourſelf and Lord 
Galloway, may now be brought into a narrow 
compaſs,  ift, Is the Sir William Stewart of 
7 0 Caſtlemilk, 


(1) Geneal6g. Hiſt. of the Stewarts, p. 317. 


at. 


«© Caſtlemilk, who was one of the conſervators of 


„the peace in 1398, the only poſſeſſor of the 
« Caſtlemilk eſtate, from that period to the time 
of his death, in 1429, before Orleans? 2dly, 
6 If he is not, were the intermediate proprietors 
„ the ſons of Sir William Stewart?”” Could the 
former of theſe queſtions be anſwered in the af- 
firmative, I freely acknowledge, that your claims 


would be eſtabliſhed. But if the negative of the 


firſt, and the affirmative of the ſecond propoſition, 
are conſiſtent with the fact, (as we have proved 


them to be), then it indubitably follows, that 


your pretenſions muſt fall to the ground; as the 
eldeſt ſon of that ſame Sir William Stewart is, on 


all hands, admitted to be the progenitor of the 


Earl of Galloway. 
It is in order to arrive at concluſions the con- 


verſe of theſe, that an immediate cannection be- 


tween Sir William Stewart of Jedworth and Caſ- 
tlemilk and Sir David, your anceſtor, is! created. 


For the ſupport of that theory the propoſitions 


you undertake to prove, may fairly be reduced 


to the FOUR following ; ; and theſe we ſhall atten- 


_ tively examine in their order. 


I. That Sir William Stewart of Caſtlemilk, 
© mentioned, in Rymer's Fœdera, as one of the 


conſervators of the peace in 1398, is the ſame 


« perſon as the Sir William Stewart, brother to ; 


« Sir John Stewart of Darnley, killed, an. 1429, 
before Orleans. 


II.“ That 
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II. „ That a Sir William Stewart, ſaid to be 


* put to death, with barbarous cruelty, by Hen- 
« ry Piercy, ſurnamed Hotſpur, after the battle- 


of Homildon, in the year 1402, is Sir William 


* Stewart of Jedworth, the anceſtor of Lord Gallo- 
« way: Or, at leaſt, he is that Sir William Stew- 


art, who, on the part of the Noble Earl, is aſ- 


« ſerted to be the ſame perſon as the elder Sir 
„William Stewart of Caſtlemilk. 


III. That John Stewart of Caftlemilk, who 
appears as proprietor of that eſtate in 1409, is 
„ wholly an ideal character; and that no ſuch 
«« perſon ever exiſted, in the ſucceſſion of the 
« Darnley, or Caſtlemilk families. 


IV. « That Sir William Stewart, defignied of 


5 8 Caſtlemilk, ſome time between the years 1410 
and 1424, is the ſelf-ſame perſon as the Sir 


8 William Stewart, alſo deſigned & of Caſtlemilk, 


an. 1398, and mentioned as one of the conſer- 


6s vators of the peace, at that period.” 8 


As to the Ift Propoſition, . That Sir William 
+ Stewart of Caſtlemilk, mentioned in Rymer's 


© Fcedera, as one of the conſervators of the peace 
in 1398, is the ſame perſon as the Sir William 


„Stewart, brother to Sir John Stewart of Darn- 
“ ley, killed, an. 1429, before Orleans.” I muſt 


acknowledge, Sir, that you have made this appear 
in a manner the moſt ſatisfactory. No genealogi- 


cal writer ever laboured a point with more unwea- 
| ried 
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ried inveſtigation, or more convincing arguments, 


The ſucceſsful reſearches which you made in 


France in 1789, have enabled you to place the 
cloſe connection of thoſe two remarkable brothers 
in a pleaſing point of view; and Lord Galloway, 
of all men, is moſt peculiarly indebted to you, for 


thus elucidating the hitherto doubtful tranſactions 


of your mutual anceſtor, To ſubſtantiate, indeed, 
any other portion of the evidence, when ebe * 


with this, was an eaſy taſk. The materials which 
compoſed the former, were moſtly to be ſought for 


in our own country. And it ſeems at leaſt doubt- 
ful, whether the nobleman juſt now mentioned, 


would have felt the ſame genealogical ardour as 
yourſelf, and purpoſely viſited, with ſuch patient 


induſtry, the public offices at Paris, the Chapter- 
houſe at Orleans, or the palace of Aubigny (1). 


2d. 


(u) If the reader is curious to learn the particulars of 
this important viſit, by the author of the G. H., to France, 
and particularly to Orleans and Aubigny, we muſt refer 
him to the work itſelf. He will there be gratified with 
many memorable and intereſting facts. He will find, that 
the bodies of the two brothers were is en ſepulture, dedans 
la grande egliſe, dicte Sainte Croix, Ia on il ſe feift pour eux 


beau ſervice divin. (Hiſt, du ſiege d'Orleans (trouve dans 


la Mzes ou de Ville (Fol. 14.) Et que ce Seigneur (Jean 


Stuart) prevoyant ſa mort, dans les hazards ordinaires de la 


guerre, avoit fait ſon teſtament, et fondu, dans la chapelle, une 


maſſe haute d perpetuite, tous les jours d Piſſue des matin&es, d 
laquelle les enfans de cheur doivent afſiſter.” Thaumaſſiere, 
Hiſt. de Berry. Beſides all this, the reader will learn that 


there 
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IId Propoſition: That a Sir William Stewart, 
« ſaid to be put to death, with barbarous cruelty, 
« by Henry Piercy, ſurnamed Hotſpur, after the 
battle of Homildon, in the year 1402, is Sir 
« William Stewart of Jedworth, the anceſtor of 
„Lord Galloway; or, at leaſt, he is that Sir Wil- 
« liam Stewart, who, on the part of the Noble 


* 
* 


Earl, is aſſerted to be the ſame perſon as the el- 
« der Sir William Stewart of Caftlemilk.”. 


It is related in the Scotichronicon by F einn 
(v), and by Winton in his Chronicle, that a noble- 
man named, by the former writer, „Sir William 


Stewart of the Foreſt, and, by the latter, “ Sir 
1 William Stewart of Teviotdale,”” was taken pri- 


«© ſoner 


vt — 


ä 


| there are, (or were in 1788), in the Chateau d'Aubigny, 


many family pictures of © the Stewart race: That, in the 
dining-room, there is a full length portrait of Jeban Stuart, 
grand Connetable de Parmee d Ecoſſe That it is painted on 


wood, and in the moſt perfect ſtate of preſervation. Beſides, 


many rare likeneſſes of other members of the family are 
diligently deſcribed, and the frames golden and wooden moſt 
diſtinctly enumerated. What has zow- become of all theſe 


we ſhall, from a perfect reſpect for the feelings of the au- 


thor, not even preſume to conjecture. See Genealog. Hiſt. 
of the Stewarts, | Part III. p. 153,—159. Part IV. p. 209, 
210, | | wane 5 


(x) Properly ſpeaking, it is in the continuation of For- 
dun's work, by Walter Bowmaker, that the occurrence in 
queſtion is recorded. Walter Bowmaker was Abbot of St 
Colomb, and flouriſhed in the beginning of the 15th cen- 
tury. 


[88] 
ſoner by the Engliſh, at the battle of Homildon. 


p Under colour that in his youth he had been a ; 
19 ſubject of the King of England, he was ſucceffive- | « 
f ly tried by three different juries for treaſon: But t 
: ſo ably did he plead his. own cauſe, that he was 
1 acquitted by all the three. A fourth jury, com- 40 
1 poſed of the creatures of Piercy, was then aſſem- f 
y bled, which unjuſtly condemned him. Thus a 7 
f moſt accompliſhed perſon, whoſe innocence was 40 
1 acknowledged by the Engliſh themſelves, was ex- 40 
by ecuted as a traitor : But, in fact, he fell a victim to 6 
14 the rancour of an enemy (o). . e 
> The circumſtances of this trial you particularly 6 
4 ſtate from Fordun, and Winton. You confident- « 
1 g Vene 
4 br 
(o) Captus ibi fuit valens miles, et inter ſapientes primus BY 
Dominus Willielmus Stuart de Foreſtà; et coram Domino me 
Henrico Piercy juniore de traditione fulſo adjudicatus, pro eo Bu 
910d, cum puer efſet, antiguam Thevidalia venit ad pacem re- tw 
Fis, ipſe, /icut ceteri, de patrid Anglicatus erat de neceſſitate, an 
De hoc acrius accuſatus, ſed ſagaciter ſud proprid peroratione ap 
defenſus, tres Anglorum aſſiſas tanguam immunis evaſit. Sed per 
et dictus Piercy, qui Hotſpur dicebatur, inveteratd excande/- le 
cens malitia, probuati nimium et ſapientiæ militis invidens, 3 
non paſſus eſt ipſum fic libertati donari. Sed et de aſſentato- hi 
ribus ſuis novd aſſiſd electd preponere, et perperam condemna- | n { 
tur, et tanquam traditor tractus et demembratus, innocens giſt 
martyr pro juſtid paſſus, a pleriſque etiam Anglis reputatus f uc 
eft. Scotichron. tom. ii. p. 434. 
Schire William Stewart of Telidale | N — 
That day wes tane in that battale, Wc. Sc. | 6 


» Chron. i 
Wint. Chron. p. 401 264, 


199] 


ly aſſert, that Sir William Stewart *of the Foreſt, Y 


and “of Jed worth Foreſt, means . juſt the ſame 
« thing ;?” and. then obſerve, with extraordinary 
triumph, that © there can be no reliance on any 
„ hiſtorical fact whatever, if credit is not due to 
this fact relating to Sir William Stuart, aſcer- 


4 tained as it is by contemporary authors of great 


reputation, who could have no inducement to 


falſify the fact; and who, if they had invented 


the ſtory of the trial and execution of Sir Wil. 
« liam Stuart, could ſo eaſily have been detected; 
„% which would have ruined their character for 
« yeracity, and deſtroyed the credit of the hiſto- 


_ « ries they were then giving to the public.“ (). 


Were Sir William Stewart of Jedworth, the 
brother of Sir John Stewart of Darnley, the only 


. perſon of the name exiſting at this period, ſuch a 


mode of reaſoning would be perfectly concluſive. 
But we ſhall immediately ſhow, that there were 
two other Sir William Stewarts, to whom the trial 
and execution, by order of Piercy, are far more 
applicable. Where no fewer than three different 
perſons are found, of the ſame name, and of fimi4 : 
lar charaQers, in one and the ſame age, it muſt 


often be productive of ſufficient perplexity to the 


hiſtorian, as well as to the biographer or genealo- 


giſt. Whether it happen, that the tranſactions of 
| n men be 2 by . confound- 


M e 


„ 


5 8 " 
"—_— — 9 — „ — > + GD. * * 
- 


(r) Genealg Hiſt, of the Stewart, Part VI. p. 0%, 
3224. : 


90 f 9 
ed by ignorance, or mingled by accident, the con. 
ſequences are the ſame. They never fail to afford 
ſome plauſible foundation for almoſt any ſuper- 
ſtructure, that ANTI or fancy ai chuſe to 
erect upon it. 
It is certain, Sir, i in this part of your argument, 
that you have at leaſt the merit of making every 
uſe, which ſuch a circumſtance is capable of ſup- 
plying. Yet, in my judgment, Lord Galloway 
may look, with the moſt perfect indifference, on 
the execution of the unfortunate gentleman after 
the battle of Homildon. It is eaſily demonſtrable, . 
that Sir William Stewart of Jedworth is neither 5 
named nor intended as the ſufferer in queſtion. 


% % . ˙ a. 
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And even, if he were, ſtrong concomitant circum- : 

ſtances indeed would be requiſite, to overthrow 8 

the proofs, we have already adduced, of his ſubſe- il , 

quent tranſactions ; eſpecially when the exiſtence d 

of two other cotemporaries was notorious, for fit 

whom, at this diſtance of time, he could ſo _—_ m 

i be miſtaken. ſh 

This priſoner is named by Fordun Sir William h 

| Stewart © of the Foreſt” (de Foreſta) : But it by 5 
in no means follows, that the writer thereby intend- | 5 
i ed the Foreſt of Jedworth. Etterick Foreſt, or i ©... 
ol the Foreſt of Selkirk, 1s at leaſt as probable ; and —þ 
uf the Foreſt in Angus-ſhire, or other Foreſts in dif. 9 
{| ferent quarters af the kindom, might equally have Kk. 
Ir been — by ſo "_ vague a deſcription (Q)- P-. 
it | "1 > 
( 2) I am not acquainted with any deſignation *, that more Je 
truly merits the epithets "__ and indeterminate, than the ſt 


 defignation. 


„ 

To this it may be objected, that no part of Selkirk. 
ſhire, or at leaſt of the county of Angus, had ever 
been ſubdued by the Engliſh; and that, therefore, 
the deſignation *, unleſs · derived from an: eſtate 
that could have been alienated by forfeiture, does 
not conſtitute a caſe in point: Such an objection, 


however, will be found of little weight, when it 
is conſidered, that, in this age, the ſame perſon, at 
different times, certainly uſed very different deſig- 


nations *, according to the extent or variety of the 


| un he nnn 3 and that a writer, in re- 


feln 3-4 el 6k nnn 


Fe N * 17 1 
3 1 . nnn 8 — 


FR 111.9 * « of the Foreſt.” In a 1 where there 
were ſuch numberleſs foreſts (i. e. trafts once covered with 
wood, but now, whether wooded or not, ſtill retaining the 
original appellation) it is plain that we mtiſt be unable to 


determine, from the word © Foreſta“ alone, the particulat 


ſituation of the Foreſt intended. It were endleſs to enu- 
merate examples of its various application in early times. I 


ſhall content myſelf with two only. The one is juſt at hand, 


having already occurred in p. 67. note (v), where the © Ec- 
« clefia Beate Marie de Foreftd” is recorded. The other is 
in Hummingford's account of the death of Sir John Stew- 
art of Bonkill, at the battle of Falkirk, an. 1298, occaſion- 


ed by a fall from his horſe, while giving orders to his ar- 


chers * of the Foreſt of Selkirk.” Inter quos, frater Seneſcal- 


li Scotiæ, cùm ordinaſſet viros ſagittarios de Foreſta de Sel. 


kyrke, caſu ex equo cecidit, et inter eoſdem occiſus ęſt, tom. i. 
p. 165. I believe of the firſt example no perſon will pre- 
_ to ſay (like the author of the G. H.) that it © muſt 
« mean Jedworth Foreſt ;”” nor concerning the ſecond, that 
Jedworth is the only Foreſt, which was fituated i in that di- 
ſtrict of Scotland. — - 2 


F 1 

I _ eording an hiſtorical fact, would naturally adopt x 
py that mode of deſcription, by which his hero was 1 
bi moſt generally known, or under which he had ren- t 
. dered himſelf moſt particularly celebrated. Thus, t 
Tn it will be found impoſſible to produce an inſtance, h 
4 from any hiſtory, or chronicle, or charter of the „ 
N times, where Sir William Stewart of Jedworth and = 
4 Caſtlemilk 1s obviouſly mentioned, and where he fi 
4 is mentioned by the deſignation * of . Sir Wil- 0 
8 4+ liam Stewart of the Foreſt. The ſame obſer- tl 
vation applies, though not with equal force, to the 8 
:4 addition uſed by Winton. Of Jedworth,” «of | T 
i « Caftlemilk,”” ſometimes © Sheriff of Teviotdale, as 
7 and even ſimply Sir William Stewart,“ (where al 
if concomitant circumſtances otherwiſe identify him); 46 
0 theſe are the only defcriptions under which the h 
þ; brother of Sir John Stewart of Darnley is known il 
Fi to us; and we cannot conſent, on your ſingle aſ- E 
0 ſertion, to recogniſe him under any other. 

% On this train of reaſoning it is not my deſire to Ii: 
4 lay extraordinary ſtreſs. Yet it may ſerve the pur- th 
it poſe of acting collaterally in corroboration of other pi 
1 undeniable evidence, which, on any other ſuppoſi- g 
bi tion but the ſolidity of the former, would be moſt ve 
. cContradictory and prepoſterous. Sir William Stew- n 
I art of Jedworth, at the time of action at Homil- 5 ta 
Ri : don, was detained a priſoner in England, and con- d: 
i fined in the Tower of London (x). He had been lit 
| taken, as we have above ſhown, in conjunction 
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with 
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with his conſtant companion Sir John Turnbull, 
ſurnamed * Out with the Sword,” and other chief- 


tains, about the end of the year 1400, in an irrup- 
tion into England. Accordingly, after his releaſe, 
he appears as one of the Scottiſh commanders in 
the expedition to France, together with the ſame 


Sir John Turnbull. All writers agree, that the 


following diſtinguiſhed perſons embarked for the 
continent on this occaſion; the Earl of Buchan, 
the Earl of Wigton, Sir John Stewart of Darnley, 
Sir William Stewart, Sir John Swinton, Sir John 
Turnbull, &c. But, leſt any doubt ſhould remain 


as to the identity of the brother of Sir John Stew- 


art of Darnley, he is expreſsly defcribed as “ Sir 


William Stewart lately delivered out of priſon ;"” 


having regained his liberty, as has been already 
related, ſoon after the acceſſion by _— V. to the 


Engliſh throne (s). 
Nor does the . os ents of Sir Wil- 


liam Stewart of Jedworth in any wiſe accord with 
the charge made by Piercy, againſt his ill-fated 


priſoner. To ſuppoſe that the former had ever 


gone over to the Englifh. intereſt, is an idea ad- 
verſe itſelf to hiſtorical fact, and countenanced by 
no circumſtance in the life of that patriotic chief - 
tain. On the contrary, when, a part of Teviot- 
dale, or Roxburghſhire, was reduced by the Eng- 
liſh, the lands of Abercorne, ſituated in a different 


(s) See p. 5 5. and note (v). 


STR;, » 
bf "Enemy. 


: 94] 
i part of the kingdom, ſeem to have been conferred c 
1 on him by his patron the Earl of Douglas (r). c 
if On attentively comparing the different accounts t 
i] of the battle of Homildon, with ancient .charters £ 
| ſtill exiſting in relation to the times, it is evident, t 
that there are no fewer than two perſons of the 1 
name of William Stewart, independent of Sir Wil- . t 
liam Stewart of Jed worth, on whom it is reaſon- | 
able to think that the vengeance of Piercy might ] 
naturally have been wrecked. There was. a Sir 1 
William Stewart, defigned * „of Angus, who, 0 
from charters, is well known to have lived about E 
this period (u). In the Scotichronicon, he is re- "i 
preſented as preſent at the battle of Homildon. t 
That perſon poſſibly was ſometimes deſigned * . of Ee 
« the Foreſt,” that is, of the Foreſt of Angus; and A 
we have no reaſon to believe, that, in his youth, — 
| he was not a ſubject of the Engliſh Monarch. t. 
0 There is beſides another William, or Sir William = 
4 Stewart, in the ſame age, who appears, by a char- 6« 
: ter dated about this time, to have forfeited his 64 
tis lands in the barony *“ of Maxwell, in Roxburgh- « 
bs ſhire; and theſe were, in conſequence, beſtowed \ 
| j | "Of . 
6 
1 1 a . 150 EE? 1148 4 
i (r*) See p. 5o. and note IND . 
{0 (v) This Sir William e appears in ſeveral 4 
bf ters, cited by David Symſon, hiſtoriographer for Scotland, 4 
1 whom we have more than once ſpoken of; particularly * 
a among the Harleian MSS. Ne 6432, See likewiſe Evi- ' ll 
4 dence for Lord Galloway, p. 16. | | 4 


2 TS] 

on-John Maxwell, the perſon in whoſe favour that 
charter is granted (v). As the circumſtance of 
the forfeiture entirely correſponds. with the alle- 
gation of Piercy, it is more than probable, that 
the perſon here alluded to was the object of his 


perſccation, and, in we end, ares by his n . 


ty . 
Thus, on ek tina; we have 8 it i 


ly appear, that there are two William Stewarts 


in this era, of whom neither can, with any colour 


of reaſon, be objected to, as objects of the trial and 


execution after the battle of Homildon. On the 


other hand, it has been proved, concerning the 
third, Sir William Stewart of Jedworth, that he 


could, in no view, have ſtood in that predicament, 


being a priſoner, at the time, in a diſtant quarter 


of the iſland. To make uſe of your own words on 
this occaſion, © There can be no reliance on any 


_ * hiſtorical fact whatever, if credit is not due to 
this fact relating to Sir William Stewart, aſcer- 


« tained as it is by authors of great reputation, who 
„ could have no inducement to falſify the fact.“ 
We cannot, therefore, entertain a doubt, that he 
long ſurvived the battle of Homildon, and was ac- 


tuall 4 killed n 5 in the year 1429. 


e 


2 


— 6 I 


1 


(5) Tho charter here alluded to, occurs in the authenti- | 
cated inventory of Scotch charters, which has been already 


noticed. It grants to © John Maxwell the lands of Foſlaw, 
« in the barony* of Maxwell, in Roxburghſhire, vacated 


by the forfeiture 4 William Stuart, ward,” Harl. MSS. 
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Perhaps it may be thought, from the length «4 
theſe reaſonings, that we have laboured this point 
with an unneceſſary minuteneſs. But it is the 
part of your theory, which, if not ſolid,- wears at 


. leaſt the ſemblance by far the moſt ſpecious. Ac- 


cordingly, you appear very highly to value your- 


. felf on its importance. You ſeem to have regard- 
ed it as a ſtrong- hold, moſt ſecurely fortified, from 


which you could be driven by no ſtrength of facts, 


nor ingenuity of reaſoning. As its feeble works, 
however, are now undermined, and tottering to 


their fall, you muſt at length deſcend into the 
field of open argument. In an equal conflict, you 


will be reduced to confide in your own proper 


ſtrength, without the ſhelter of common names, or 


of the doubt and perplexity of fimilar deſignations. 


Such a conflict, I truſt, will in ſome ſort be inevi- 
table, in the courſe of our (urvey; of your ert * 
poſition. | 


IIId a * That John Stunt of ca- 
« ſtlemilk, who appears as proprietor of that 


« eſtate, in 1409, is wholly an ideal character; 
and that no ſuch perſon ever exiſted, in the ſuc- 
ceſſion of the Darnley or Caſtlemilk families,” 


You ſet out with obſerving the groſs ignorance 
of Crawford, in his account of your family, which 
he has delivered in his hiſtory of the county of 
Renfrew. Among other errors, he has had the 
audacity to ſtate, from the Chartulary * of Paiſley, 
that 6 di Stewart, the ſon of Sir William, (who 

8 Was 
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„ was s brother (x) to Sir John Stewart of Darn- 
*« ley) poſſeſſed the eſtate of Caſtlemilk in 1409.” 
Upon this fable, you ſay, the author of the Evi- 
dence for Lord Galloway has obviouſly proceeded, 
and raiſed the whole. ſuperſtructure of his ſtate- 
ment concerning the genealogy of the Dalſwinton 
and Caſtlemilk families. You have proved, | 


ou obſerve) in the moſt concluſive manner, 


that the ſame Sir William Stuart, who is admit- 


ted by Lord Galloway to have been the brother 


ba 


of Sir John Stuart of Dernley, continued to live 
« till the year 1429, when he was killed in France, 
at the ſame battle with his brother. This fact 
“ has been eſtabliſhed beyond the reach of contro- 
«« verſy; and not only admitted, but founded * 


upon by Lord Galloway bimſelf, who ſays, that 


his anceſtor Sir William Stuart of Caſtelmilk, 


whom he holds to be the ſame with Sir William 


« Stuart* of Jedworth, lived till the year 1429, 
« when he was killed during the fiege of Orleans. 


« It is ſcarcely neceſſary, therefore, to appeal bo 


“ the charters before mentioned, granted by the 


Earl of Doug in 141 r, for proving that Sir 


N . ON e | 


m—— 


—ä—— 2 — — — — — 


- — — — 


(x) Crawford has inadvertently ſaid the © younger ſon,” 
inſtead of © younger brother,” of Sir John Stewart of Darn- 
ley, probably a typographical error. Hiſt. of Renfrewſhire, 
p- 92. I do not, however, ftand up for the accuracy of the 
whole of his account of the Caſtlemilk family here deliver- 
ed, which has ſo greatly rouſed the indignation of the au- 


thor 1 the * Hiſt. See Part VII. p. 328. 
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ci 


„William Stuart of Caſtelmilk was alive in the 


« years 1409 and 1411 ; for, if he lived till the 
« year 1429, Which it is admitted he did, he ne- 
& ceſſarily muſt have been alive alſo in the years 


* 1409 and 1411, and all the years which inter- 


« yened, between the time of the firſt mention of 


* him in Rymer's Fœdera in 1398, and the time 


&« of his death in 1429. The certain fact is, not 


„only that Sir William Stuart, the proprietor of 
the lands of Caſtelmilk, was alive in the year 
© 1409, but that he continued to live for twenty 


« years thereafter *, till he was killed in France, 


(*). 


This reaſoning, no one will deny; is equally 


conciſe and cogent. But, leſt the obſtinate reader 


ſhould ſtill remain unconvinced, and ſtill believe 


in the ill-timed intruſion of a © John Stewart of 
« Caſtelmilk” among the generations of your an- 


ceſtors, you have yet another argument in ſtore - 


for him. Like all unanſwerable arguments, it is 
reſerved to the laſt, and is to confound and over- 
whelm alike, the audacious Crawford, and the in- 
genious Mr Williams, with all their adherents and 


abettors. The foregoing, you declare, * is not the 
only anſwer to the inferences and arguments 


* drawn by George Crawford and his followers 
from the ſuppoſed exiſtence of a John Stuart of 


80 8 0 in the your * There is a fur- 
8 ther | 


F 


(r) Genealog. Hift. of the Stewarts, Part VII. p. 332, 


in the ſame battle with his brother in 1429.” 


"oY 


ther auler in point of fact, which, on the part 
« of the Stuarts of Caſtelmilk, is confidently aſ- 
« ſerted, to wit, that there never was Jobn Stu- 
art proprietor of the lands Caſtelmilb, either in 
„the year 1409, or at any other period in the 
* 15th century. They are confident that it will 
not be in the power of any perſon whatever to 
1 produce real ſolid evidence of a John Stuart, 

« proprietor of the lands and eſtate of Caſtelmilk, 

+ excepting Sir Jokn Stuart of Dernley, who was 


Lord of Caſtelmilk, in the year 1387, as altea- 
dy mentioned. The family of the Stuarts of 


« Caſtelmilk, in the county of Lanerk, connect 
their pedigree directly with Sir William Stuart 
« of Caſtelmilk, Knight, mentioned in Rymer's 
„ Fadera, in the year 1398, who lived down to 
„the year 1429; and, as they do not connect 
their pedigree in any ſhape with a John Stuart 
„of Caſtelmilk, whom they conſider as an ideal 


4 perſon, they are under no obligation to account 


«. for that John Stuart, or to remove him out of 
« the way. It is the buſineſs of thoſe who found * 


upon that John Stuart, to prove what relates to 


* him, and to ſhow that he was at ſome period 


70 proprietor of the lands and eſtate of Caſtel milk, 
and. repreſentative of the Caſtelmilk family.“ ry 


(2). 


To overthrow this whole reaſoning, and e 
by lave. you ſo ſevere a labour as would. be requi- 
fite | 
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fite to © remove out of the way, an ideal per ſon, : 
will, I imagine, not be difficult, in as far at leaſt 


as regards the exiſtence of John Stewart of Caſtle- 
milk, an. 1409. For that purpoſe, I ſhall ſtate 


only a ſingle fact. Sir William Stewart of Jed- 


worth, in the contract for the marriage of his el- 
deſt ſon, with his couſin the heireſs. of Dalſwinton, 
(as has been ſhown on the moſt unqueſtionable 
evidence) (a), engaged to inveſt him in landed 
property to a certain extent. This, it is preſum- 
able, even on the face of the tranſaction, was 
the eſtate of Caſtlemilk, which lay immediately 
contiguous to his lady's property. As it happens, 


however, it is a point not left merely to preſump- 


tion or conjecture: For he actually appears an. 


1409, as a witneſs to a charter recorded in the 


Chartulary * of Paiſley, wherein he is deſigned * | 


Fohn Stewart of Caſtlemil (B). The occaſion on 


which he relinquiſhed the property in favour of 


his younger brother, afterwards Sir William Stew- 
art, viz. his ſucceſſion to Dalſwinton, is equally 


natural, and equally conſiſtent with exiſting docu- 
meuts : And from the latter it regularly deſcend- 
ed to Sir David Stuart, the unqueſtionable ance- 
ſtor of the Stuarts of Caſtlemilk in Lanerkſhire. 
On the exiſtence, Sir, of John Stewart of Caſtle- 


milk, or his poſſeſſion of the eſtate in 1409, I 


ſhould not think it neceſſary to ſay another word, 


F 


* — 


— 


EN See p. 51, 52. anteb. 
() See p. 5 3. anteb. and note . Append. Ne II. 
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| after quotin oti g the reſpectable record in which it is 


preſerved, had you not thought proper to queſtion 
the fact. That record is an authentic copy of the 


Chartulary & of Paiſley, among the Collections of 


Father Hay, in the Advocate's Library at Edin- 
burgh; a MSS. of eftabliſhed character, and uni- 


formly referred to by all writers on Scottiſh gene- 
alogy or antiquities. No impartial perſon, there- 


fore, will entertain a doubt, that John Stewart of 


Caſtlemilk, there mentioned, is the ſame, who af. 


terwards became Sir John Stewart of Dalſwinton, 

and was eldeſt ſon to Sir William Stewart of Jed- 
worth. The regular ſucceſſion to the lands of 
Caſtlemilk, 'as an appanage of the houſe of Darn- 


ley, has been clearly ſtated ; and, beſides the en- 


tire conſiſtency of that account,” we will boldly 
challenge the author of the Genealogical Hiſtory 
of the Stewarts to produce any other perſon, of the 
ſame name, in this period, and not already inveſt- 
ed with the knighthood, who could form the 
ſlighteſt pretenſions to the Caſtlemilk eftate. The 
exiſtence, then, of the proprietor in queſtion, we 
are warranted to maintain, becauſe it reſts an an 


actual document. Your theory, which would de- 


ſtroy it, we are equally warranted to diſbelieve, 
becauſe it has nothing to ſupport it but your © own 
aſſertions. 

The truth is, in lake out the claims you re- 


ſolved to aſſert, it was from the beginning evident, 
that either the cauſe muſt be abandoned, or the 


two brothers, Sir John and Sir William Stewarts, 
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got rid of at all events. With the younger bro- 


ther you found it eaſier to deal. The circumſtance 
of his carrying the ſame name as his father, ſug- 


geſted the eaſy expedient of confounding them 


with each other, and in this manner keeping the 
ſon wholly out of fight, The ſcheme, likewiſe, on 
another account, appeared the more feaſible, as it 


threw no obſtacle in the way of connecting the 
pedigree of your anceſtor, Sir David, directly 


with a Sir William Stewart, viz. the elder Sir 


William of Caſtlemilk. His exiſtence till 1429 
(which nobody denies) is accordingly maintained, 
with no. ſmall labour of argument; and you ima- 


gine it is to deftroy that of John Stewart his ſuc- 
ceſſor in the property. But there is another me- 
thod of getting quit of the latter ſo curious in it- 
ſelf, that it is particularly deſerving of the readerꝰs 
attention. | 
With this view you endeavour, in a long diſcuſ- 
ſion, to undermine the authenticity of the Char- 
tulary * of Paiſley altogether. It is not, you ob- 
ſerve, the original Chartulary * that belonged to 
the Monks, but a copy only, preſerved in the Ad- 


vocate's Library at Edinburgh: That, in the pa- 


per derived from this record there is evidently 
ſome material omiſſion or inaccuracy: the teſt- 
ing“ clauſe deſcribes the witneſſes as . the ſaid 
* witneſſes;”” and yet the name of the very firſt, 
John Stewart of Caſtlemilk, is nowhere to be found 


in the body of the deed : That, on this account, it 


would be neceſſary for the original Chartulary 


to 


” WS. +" 


r on ER. MER. ES 


9 
w 


previous to the gth of January 1409, had reſign- 


b 1031 


to be aer by which means s ſomething cer- 


tainly would occur, in the former part of the in- 
ſtrument, more particularly pointing out what re- 
lated to this John Stewart, who, you have little 
doubt, would then appear to be merely a tenant 
or portioner of the eſtate, and not the real proprie- 
tor of Caſtlemilk : And all this you declare to be 


very clear and undeniable, becauſe by your own 


hypotheſis it had been laid down, that the elder 
Sir William Stewart, from 1398 to LOO was FOR | 


only poſſible poſſeſſor (c). 


Before I was ſo well acquainted, as 1 800. am, 
with your mode of reaſoning, I naturally conclu- 
ded, from theſe confident affertions, not only 
that the copy of the Chartulary#®:- of Paiſley was 
a record of no authority whatever, but' that the 


document we have quoted from it, the Reſigna- 


tion of William Urry to the Monks, was ſome 


imperfect fragment, of which the clauſes were 
broken and defective, and the ſenſe, at leaſt as far 


as regarded the teſting* clauſe, entirely unintel- 
ligible. On this, I applied to the Advocates Li- 
brary, for an accurate tranſcript of the deed, and 
was agreeably ſurprized to find it a moſt exact 
notorial* inſtrument, complete and perfect in all 


Its parts. It is ſubjoined i in the Appendix, for the 


greater ſatisfaction of the reader (v). 
William Urry of Fulton, as it thereby appears, 


ol 


6 


(c) Genealog. Hiſt. of the Stewarts, Part VII p- 330, 
337. 5 
(o) See Anat No. II. 
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ed his eſtate of that name, under certain condi- ; 
tions, to the Abbot and Monks of Paiſley, to 


which deed there were three witneſſes, John 
« Sempill, Lord of Ellynſton, Sir Robert de Max- 


| « well, Lord of Calderwood, and John Wallace, 
Lord of Ellerſlie (x).“ Some time after, on 
the requiſition of the Abbot and Monks, a notary 


was employed (by name John Hawke) to draw 


up a regular inſtrument concerning the entire 
tranſaction (r); and the inſtrument was executed 
in conſequence, on the gth January 1409. On 
this occaſion, not only the three former witneſſes, | 


again came forward to atteſt the reſignation, but 


| five new ones were added to them, namely, John 


6 Stewart of Caſtlemilk, Thomas de Crawford of 


66 „John Logan of Reſtalrig, Ma- 
4 ſter Chriſtopher Towninfrat, and Walter Bruce, 
« Rector of Crawfurd and Kilpatrick (c),“ ma- 
king in all eight witneſſes. The notary, there- 
fore, when he came to the teſting clauſe#, and 


was proceeding to enumerate, for the ſecond time, 


the three perſons firſt mentioned, -naturally threw 
in the word didtis, (the ſaid witneſſes) ; although 
it is apparent, on the face of the buſineſs, that 
that term, ſtrictly ſpeaking, could allude to ſuch 
of the number only, as had been named before. 
Perfect grammatical accuracy, in ſuch writings, 
E was 


— — _ — 


Ce) See Appendix, No. II. A & B. 
cr) See 1bid. C. | 
(6) See Bid. D. 
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was never either 3 or expecled. But no 


man, in the caſe in queſtion, will ſay, that the 


error is very flagrant, or that there is the ſmalleſt 
room to ſuppoſe any chaſm or omiſſion 1 in the in- 
ſtrument. | 2 
As to the manner in which F ather Ham; came 
by the papers he has ſo meritoriouſly tranſcribed, 


it is of little moment in the preſent queſtion. Of 


the originals of theſe, ſeveral fortunately are ſtill 
extant ; and, from the uncommon correctneſs and 
1 diſcoverable in the copies, a well-ground- 
ed reliance has been entertained, reſpecting thoſe 


of the documents which are loſt. It is almoſt N 


unneceſſary to add, that the charters of the Ab- 
bey of Paiſley are among the number laſt men- 
tienes; 

Here, Sir,! is a moſt obyious ſolution of all your 
difficulties. I ſuppoſe, of courſe, that you muſt 
have examined the Chartulary® of Paiſley, in the 
Advocates Library ; in which caſe, it exceeds my 
comprehenſion how any man, much leſs verſant 
in buſineſs than you undoubtedly are, ſhould ever 
have hazarded an argument, on grounds ſo com- 


pletely frivolous. One of two things it argues, 


either a moſt conſummate idea of your own ad- 
dreſs, or an equal conviction of no common weak- 
neſs in thoſe, who, on the part of Lord Galloway, 


were probably to oppoſe it. 


Had you ſufficiently inquired into the circum- 
ſtances we have juſt now laid open, a great part of 
the diſcuſſion, through which you have toiled from 
p. 328, to p. 335, would probably have been ſpa- 

| | . F 
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red. Inftead of ſubſtituting the uninterrupted 


exiſtence of a Sir William Stewart of Cafttemilk, 
as the proprietor of the eſtate from 1398 to 1429, 


(a theory of your own), inftead of the authenti- 
cated fact reſpecting John Stewart as the poſſeſ- 
ſor in 14c9, and then ſubverting the exiſtence of 
the latter, on the ground of the former's ideal 
right of poſſeſſion, you ſhould have ſo conſtituted 
your genealogical hypotheſis, as at leaſt not to 


have claſhed with acknowledged authcrity. Were 
a man, for example, to diſbelieve the exiſtence of 
Henry IV. of France, and, as the ground of his 


opinion, to exhibit ſome fanciful genealogy of 
his own, in regard to the Valois or Bourbon fa- 


milies, what ſhould we think of ſuch a reaſoner? 
Were he gravely to declare, that the illuſtrious | 
Prince, juſt now mentioned, muſt be an ideal cha- 


racer, merely becauſe the tranſactions of his life 


happened to interfere with his own new ſyſtem of © 


genealogy, what ſort of anſwer ſhould we think 


it neceſſary to give him? I am far from aſſert- 


ing, that there remain proofs as cogent and mul- 
tiplied, of the life of John Stewart of Caſtlemilk, 


as of Henry IV. of France, That, indeed, were | 


to loſe fight of the eſſential diſtinction between 


legal and preſumptive evidence. But ſtill the lat. 
ter, in any queſtion, muſt remain good, as long as 


the former cannot be employed to overthrow it: 
And I hold it to be as prepoſterous, and as truly 


ſubverſive of all relevant teſtimony, to deny the 


exiſtence of a private individual, clearly authen- 


ticated by a ſolemn document, as if he had fat. 


upon 
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upon a throne, or conſpicuoplly figured i in the an- 
nals of a kingdom. 

But, Sir, when you made your e to ape 
Chartulary® of Paiſley, or Father Hay's Collec- 


tions, as an authentic regiſter, I am inclined to 


think, that a few material circumſtances had el- 
caped your recollection. In the firſt place, you 


had forgot, or neglected to inquire reſpecting, the 


character which thoſe papers bore, in the eſtima- 


tion of the world. Secondly, you did not reflect 
upon the vaſt number of proofs brought forward 


by yourſelf, that are founded on copies, confider- 
ed as genuine, of authentic documents. And, 


' thirdly, you beyond all doubt had forgot, that, in 
more than one inſtance in your book, you have 


actually cited this ſame mutilated, imperfect, and 


doubtful Chartulary of Paiſley itſelf | To point 


out the various paſſages where copies of deeds of 
every fort are adduced as relevant evidence in the 


_ Genealogical Hiſtory of the Stewarts, were an 


endleſs, as well as an unneceſſary taſk. I ſhall, 
therefore, refer in general to the work. In re- 
gard to your opinion, on other occaſions, of the 
Paiſley regiſter, we find, that it is reſpectfully ap- 
pealed to, among your proofs of the exiſtence not 
only of Sir John Stewart of Bonkill (n),, but of 
8 3 2. 


mm * 


_ * „„ co 
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(u) « There are many documents, wherein Sir John 
Stewart is deſcribed as brother of James the Steward of 
« Scotland. Amongſt others, there 4s a charter of con- 
** firmation “, dated. | « Apud Nigram Aulam, an. 1294, die 
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Sir Alexander Stewart of Darnley (1), of Robert 
his fon (Kk), and of your own immediate anceſtor, 


% Dominica, infra oftavas Epiphanie Domini, by James, 
© the Steward of Scotland, confirming certain privileges 
« pranted to the Monaſtery of Paſleth, to which charter 
one of the. witneſſes i is © Fohanx:s Seneſcalli, frater menus.” 
“This charter is in the Ghartulary*® of Paiſley, p. 147, 

“% 151.” (Father Hay's Collections, Advocates Library, 
Edinburgh.) Genealog. Hiſt. of the Stewarts, Part II. 


p- 44. 


(00 The next mention of Alexander Stewart now to 
be ſtated, is a charter, to which he was. one of the wit- 
% neſſes, and wherein he is deſcribed, Dominus Alexander 
&« Seneſcallus, Dominus Cruickiſton, viz. Charter by Robert 
the High Steward, and by his ſon John, Lord of the ba- 
% rony* of Kyle, in favour of the Monks of Paiſley, inſert- 
«© ed in the Chartulary * of Paiſley, folio 127, of the copy 
« thereof in the Advocates Library at Edinburgh. The 
charter itſelf has no date; but Mr Hay, in whoſe book a 

« copy thereof is inſerted, has ſuppoſed it to have been 
« granted in the year 1367.” Genealog. Hiſt. of the Stew- 
arts, Part II. p. 79. Here there appear no doubts of the 
correctneſs of Father Hay's Collections. His judgment as 
an antiquary is likewiſe. appealed to, to aſcertain the date 
of this charter, which is of ſome importance in the author's 
| proofs. | 


(x) © In the Chartulary* of Parſley, p. 329, 240, there 
is a charter, dated in the year 1397, granted by John 
Blair of Adamtoun, to the Monks of Paiſley, to which 
. one of the witneſſes is © Robert Stewart, ſon of Sir Alex- | 
% ander Stewart, Knight, Lord of Derneley.” There is 
„ further evidence concerning Robert,” &c. Genealog, 
Hiſt of the Stewarts, Part II. p. 98. 
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Sir David Stuart of Caſtlemilk (1). Poſſibly, 
| alſo, other inſtances. occur, which, in the com- 
paſs of a Quarto volume, Jour have eluded my 


notice. 


Now, Sir, I would juft aſk you, what ſhall 1 | 


think of a mode of reaſoning like this? To ſay 
the leaſt, it is to handle, without much addreſs, 
the weapons of genealogical controyerſy. In 
diſcuſſions of every ſort, it is a law uſually held 


indiſpenſable, not to reſort to an authority, or ad- 


vance an argument, of which we ſhould not at all 
times be ready to grant to our adverſary the moſt 
liberal uſe. Yet this maxim, no leſs founded on 


equity, than dictated by prudence, -you ſeem, in 


treating your. ſubject, to have frequently over- 
looked. The lame documents which, when they 
| make 


(% This is not the only inſtance where Alexander de 
* Lyle i is deſcribed as uncle to Robert de Lyle; for there 


« is, in the Chartulary* of Paiſley, P. 276, a precept of ſei- 


« fin *, dated 25th September 1452, granted by Robert 
18 Lond Lyle, i in favour of William Semple, where Alex- 


ander de Lyle, and William de Lyle, are both of them 


« deſcribed as uncles of the granter of that precept“, with- 


out any other deſignation“; the words are, te/tibus Alex- 


% andro de Lyle, Willielmo de Lyle, patruis meis cbariſſimis.“ 
Genealog. Hiſt, of the Stewarts, Part, VII. p. 337, Note. 
This is alſo an important article in the author's evidence. 


Theſe extracts are ſurely more than ſufficient to ſatisfy 
the reader, in regard to the opinion, entertained by the au- 


thor of the Genealogical Hiſtory, of the authenticity of Fa- 


ther Hay's MSS., at leaſt in caſes where. they are in favour 


of his argument, 


| 
| 


—— 


make for your argument, are found to be “ real, 
* ſolid evidence (u),“ when they weaken or ſub- 
vert it, their validity is called in queſtion ; they 
are clogged with doubts, and undermined with 
ſuſpicions, and declared little better than deſti- 
tute of credibility. Thus, the Chartulary* of 
Paiſley, in the above-mentioned: inſtances, is quo- 
ted without ſcruple, and without even a caution 
to the inadvertent reader. But, when that iden- 


| tical repoſitory is brought forward, to prove the 

is exiſtence of a perſon you are reſolved to annihi- | 
+ late, the original record of the Monks is loudly t 
i demanded; and nothing leſs: will ſatisfy the cra- 5 
15 vings of a ſpirit, rigid and inflexible in the ſearch 6 
0 | of truth. | | | Et; ; 
5 In whatever point of view we regard your pre- A 
k tenſions, they imply the abſolute annihilation of i 
a either one or two perſons, whoſe exiſtence is au- l 
NP thenticated. By your own account, and in the U 
ie face of the records of the Abbey of Paiſley, John y 
in Stewart of Caſtlemilk is unſcrupulouſly to be gi- 3 
1 75 | ven pp as the victim of your ambition; and, ac- 8 
on cording to that of Lord Galloway, his brother 7 
lhe William muſt likewiſe fall a ſacrifice. If, how- p 
. ever, there be reliance on ancient documents, nei- 0 
F | ther of thoſe brothers can by any art be annihi- 2 
if lated : And, in the courſe of events, it is a cu- 

i, rious circumſtance, that their name ſhould be aſ- 

; | (1) Genealog. Hiſt, of the Stewarts, p. 333, 33. 9 
| 


— 2 . e 2 


, 
4 
L 


1 
ſerted, in a diſtant age and by a foreign hand (v), 
while their own unfeeling progeny ſo cruelly per- 
ſecute them. Are not theſe eee, Sir, ra- 
ther arbitrary and unwarrantable? If, as you 
declare, you feel it © a ſpecies of les duty (o),“ 
faithfully to trace the genealogy of your anceſ- 
tors, by what epithet ſhall we denounce the at- 
tempt, that would blot no fewer than two of the 
number from the family eſcutcheon ; that would 
turn them adrift as © ideal perſons,” exiſting on- 
ly in the fancy of Lord Galloway ; and then leave 


them to be adopted by any genealogift like my- 
ſelf, who, perceiving their deſcent, might pity 


their misfortunes ? =—=-Unhappy, though once 


« profperous gentlemen !” little did you imagine, 
that it was a crime of ſo black a dye, to have ex- 


iſted in the inauſpicious period from 1409 to 
1424 !—Little, IJ am perſuaded, did you intend, | 
by that involuntary act, to raife up a bar to the 

vaſt ambition of any of your poſterity !—But; 


 leaft of all, did you expect to be marked as the 


opprobrium, and rejected as the outcaſts of your 
houſe, merely for ftanding forth as the lawful 
poſſeſſors of your own eſtate of Caſtlemilk, the 
one in the refignation to the Monks of Paiſley, 
and the other in the charter to John de Park! 


_ _ —— — 


(0 The Rev. Mr Williams ; whoſe excellent . View 
* of the Rios for Lord Galloway” we have ſo often 
quoted. 5 


0 Geneatog. Hiſt. of the Stewarts p. 294. 
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But, Sir, it is fall time to quit the airy heights 


of apoſtrophe, and deſcend to the lower ground of 


ſober diſcuſſion, We will, therefore, proceed to 


the examination of the . point in our in- 


quiry, namely the 


IVth Propoſition Au That Sir William Stewart, 


« deſigned & of Caſtlemilk, ſome time between the 
« years 1410 and 1424, is the ſelf-ſame perſon as 


« Sir William Stewart, alſo deſigned * of Caſtle- 
© milk, an. 1398, and mentioned as one of the 


« conſervators of the peace at that period.“ 
The only arguments you offer, in order to prove 
the identity of theſe two different perſons, ſeem 


to be founded on their both carrying the ſame 
name of William Stewart, and both appearing as 


poſſeſſors of the Caſtlemilk eſtate. Here we have 


again to obſerve the confuſion ariſing from a ſimi- 


larity of names, and the eaſy advantage which 
may be taken of that circumſtance. To diſen- 
tangle the perplexity, however, will be abundant- 
ly eaſy, from a due attention to thoſe facts and 
arguments, which have already been ſubmitted to 
the reader's conſideration. 
In order to accompliſh the object of this propo- 

ſition, you appeal to two charters, granted by the 


Earl of Douglas, the one to Simon Carruthers of 


Mouſewald, dated 4th December 1411, and the 


other to John de Park, both of which have been 
already cited. To each of theſe there is a witneſs, 


deſigned *, in the one, © Sir William Stewart,“ 


| and 1 in the other, Sir William Stewart of Caſtle- 


"0 milk. 99 


Iv 


oo” .-_-. - 0 LY 1 W- 4 — iy 
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—_ 


mn) 
ts milk v He is Bkewife ſtyled « couſin to the 
Earl of Douglas.” (r). You then proceed to 


obſerve as follows: Theſe two charters, there= 


fore, by the Earl of Douglas, to which his cou- 
«© firr Sir William Stewart, Knight, was a witnefs, 
prove, in a ſatisfactory manner, that the fame 
« Sir William Stewart of Caſtlemilk, Knight, who 
« was mentioned in Rymer's Fœdera, in the year 
« 1398, as ſurety, given on the part of Scotland, 
«. for the peace of the weſtern borders, was alive 
* in 1417, and enjoying the ſame title of Sir Wil- 
« liam Stewart of Caſtlemilk, Knight.“ (G. 

But, Sir, it is perfeQly evident that theſe char- 
ters muſt apply to the younger, and not to the el- 
der Sir William Stewart. No arguments to the 
contrary can avail you any thing, until you carr 
devife means, more practicable than any you have 
yet tried, to annihilate altogether John Stewart of 
Caſtkemilk, the undeniable proprietor of the eſtate 
in x409, and apparently during ſeveral years both 
prior and poſterior to that period. In any other 
view, as the elder Sir William Stewart, whom you 
hold out as the poſſeſſor, was not killed till twenty 
years after at the fiege of Orleans, there would exiſt 


two proprietors of the lands of Caſtlemilk at one and 
the ſame time, an idea too abſurd to ſtand in need 


of W Even had Lord Galloway failed in 
. is eie | 


1 A * - 
"RO" 1 * 1 — 


(r) See p. 66, 67. note (u), and (x), anteb. 


( Genealog. Hiſt, of the Stewarts, Part VII. p. 328. 
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eſtabliſhing Sir William Stewart of Jedworth and 
Sir William Stewart of Caſtlemilk to be one and. 
the ſame perſon, you never could prove, as long as 
the Chartulary “ of Paiſley continued uninvalida- 
ted by poſitive contradictory evidence, that he 
poſſeſſed the eſtate in 1409. Yet we will, for the 
ſake of argument, even ſuppoſe this important ob- 


ſtacle removed, and ſtill there will remain the 


moſt cogent reaſons for admitting the pretenſions 5 
of the younger Sir William Stewart, and main- 
taining a place, in our genealogical n, far ſo 


refractory a generation. 


We have already pointed out the 8 time 
when John Stewart of Caſtlemilk, acquiring the 
eſtate of Garlies and Dalſwinton, relinquiſhed the 
firſt mentioned property, in favour of his brother 


William (x). This, as it has been conjectured, 


took place about the year 1415: But, we certain- 
ly know, that it muſt have happened between 1409 


and 1418, in which lait year the elder brother 


ſands forth as Sir John Stewart, Lord of Dal-, 


« ſ{winton.”” (s). 

Nor can any thing more correctly coincide with 
the evidence furniſhed by exiſting documents. 
When Sir William Stewart of Jedworth, an. 1396, 
entered into the contract with his relation Sir 


Walter Stewart of Dalſwinton, for the union of 
their 


n * 


(8) Page 12 


6 See Renunciation of Pretence to the Eſtate of Kelly, 
p. pay note (p), anteb. 


ali 


« and'ayre, outt 


l urs ] 


their families by intermarriage, it was ſpecially 
provided, by an article in that agreement, that 
twenty pounds worth of land ſhould be reſerved 
by Sir William, in lieu of a portion to his other 
5 ſon, who afterwards became Sir William Stewart 
of Caſtlemilk: And all ye lafe yat he fall con- 


« queſt, to be gyvin to the foreſaid John, his ſon 
n XX pounds worth of land, 
«to be tk till , ſon, or qwhar he will.” 


In' one of the chere as we have already men- 


tioned, by the Earl of Douglas, to Simon Carru- 


thers of Mouſewald, dated in 1417, there is a wit- 
neſs Sir William Stewart, ſimply ſo defigned *, be- 
cauſe e had not then acquired the: Caſtlemilk 


eſtate. In the other, to John de Park, he appears 


as Sir William Stewart of Caſtlemilk; Sir John, 
the elder brother, having by that time ſucceeded 
to Garlies and Dalſwinton, and, according to the 


practice of the Darnley family, reſigned the pro- 
perty of Caftlemilk, in favour of his younger bro- 


ther (u). Here we ſhall make uſe of your own 
words: © As both theſe charters were granted by 


the ſame Archibald Earl of Douglas, Lord of 


„ Annandale, and that in both William Stuart, 

& miles, deſcribed as a couſin of the Earl of Dou- 
66 

las, : 


r 
— * * 8 * 6 


(x) Macfarlane” 8 Colledtions Advocate” 8 Library, p. 116. 
already qa : MF -.; 


(v) See inſtances Atte of this practice, p. 61, note 
(c), antch, 
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there can be no doubt that it was the /ame Sir 
«© William Stuart of Caſtelmilk, who witnefſed 
«© both charters, though his deſignation of n 


milk is ſpecified only in one of them.“ (v). 


The charter to John de Park, like many — 


of that age, has no date. Tet, from two circum- 


ſtances, we are enabled very nearly to aſcertain it. 


The Earl of Douglas is there deſcribed as Lord of 


Galloway and of Annandale, and the ſeal affixed 


to the deed ſhows the arms of Douglas quartered 


with thoſe of Annandale. Now the lordfhip of 


Annandale is well known to have been firſt grant- 


ed to the Douglas family, by a royal charter, an. 


1409 (x). Allowing the time (which you have 


moſt diligently aſcertained,) requiſite for the Earl 
of Douglas to prepare his new ſeal, bearing the 
armorial enſigns of Annandale (v), the deed could 
not have been executed ſooner than the commence- 


ment of the year 1411. But Archibald Earl of 


Douglas did not, till the cloſe of 1423, embark for 


France, where he fell at the battle of Vernueil in 


the 


_—y * 


glas, is one of the witneſſes, along * with Wil- 
„ lielmus de Haya de Lincherwart, and Williel - 

« mus de Borthwick, who were alſo witneſſes ta 
the Earl of Douglas's charter to John de Park; 


a * « 
<__ 


—_ 


(v) W Hitt. of the Stewart, On . p- 327. 
69 Pub. Records, Roll II. No 47. 


(5) Genealog, Hiſt, of the PSs Part VII. p. 325, 
316. : 


* 


* 
0 
. | 
*. 
d 
I- 


+ 1 117 J | 
the following year. Therefore, we have the en- 


tire ſpace between 1411 and 1424 open to conjec- 


ture; and from every ciroumſtance I am inclined 
to believe, that ſome time in 1418 may be fixed 
upon, as the 1 e e . 2 FOE RH in 
queſtion, © 

From theſe conSienctions it is e chat, 5 
John Stewart, the elder brother, undeniably held 
the eſtate in 1409, and as William, the younger, 


appears ſo clearly! deſignated in the two charters 


juſt now mentioned, it is impoſſible that the per- 


ſon atteſting either of theſe could be the brother 
of Sir John Stewart of Darnley. Unleſs upon the 
ſuppoſition of two Sir William Stewarts, father 
and ſon, in the ſame era, it will be utterly imprac- 


ticable to ſhow' how Sir William Stewart of Jed - 


| worth actually Fulfilled hie contra. of alliance 
with Sir Walter Stewart of Dalſwinton, or pro- 


vided, as he reſerves a power to do, for his © other 


* fon,” Nor will it be leſs difficult to account 
for the irrefragable exiſtence of a John Stewart 


of Caſtlemilk in 1409, and for a Sir William 
Stewart of Caſtlemilk between 1411 and 1424. 


Thus, Sir, we perceive that your genealogical the- 


ory is airy and unſubſtantial. It is alike adverſe 
to probability, and deſtructive of authenticated 
facts. On the other hand, by the account we 
have delivered, every difficulty at once diſappears. 
An obvious 2 the beſt teſt of truth, is 
ſeen to pervade, and 5 5 Rrengfl and credibility 
to the whole. 


There 


[ 218 J 


There is one material circumſtance, which 


ſtrongly corroborates this reaſoning, but which 
feems to have eſcaped the perſpicacity of the in- 
genious author of the Evidence on the part of 
Lord Galloway. From the firſt appearance of 


Sir William Stewart in 1385, to his death in 1429, 


we find him uniformly denominated by thoſe ſe- 


veral deſignations * that were moſt ſuitable to the 


tranſactions in which he was engaged; of Jed- 
« worth, of Caſtlemilk, or Sheriff of Teviotdale.? 
But it is remarkable that he is never again defign- 
ed * of Caſtlemalk, after the year 1398. The reaſon 
is obvious. He had, about that time, beſtowed 
the property on John his eldeſt ſon. - From him-it 
paſſed, nearly in 1415, to his brother William; 
and thence, in regular ſucceſſion, to Sir David 
Stuart, the acknowledged progenitor of the pre- 
ſent Stuarts of Caſtlemilk, (as we ſhall afterwards 
ſhow) about 1440. In all the documents preſer- 
ved in Britain, in all the notices diſcovered in 
France, no example occurs of the brother of Sir 
John Stewart of Darnley being deſcribed as © of 
_ « Caftlemilk,” poſterior to the period juſt now 


« mentioned; but uniformly, in the former coun- 


try, „of Jedworth,” or ſimply © Sir William 
« Stewart ;”” and, in the latter, as © brother to 


* the Conſtable of the Scottiſh forces.“ Now, 


were this illuſtrious perſon, as you maintain, your 


immediate anceſtor, is it not rather ſingular, that- 


he ſhould drop his peculiar deſignation, at ſuch a 
period of his life? Or, if he retained it, is it not 
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till more extraordinary, that no veſti ge ſhould be 
found of his retaining it in a juncture, when the. 
notices. preſerved of him are by far the moſt nu- 


merous ; an era, too, beyond queſtion the buſieſt, 
and moſt ſhining i in his career, when he is honour- 
ed by princes, and celebrated by hiſtorians ?; _ 


In fact, Sir, the circumſtance I have nada. 
is one of thoſe pleaſing diſcoveries, which are per- 


ceived at once to be the evidence, and the effe&t of 


truth. On the authenticity of this, and of the 


Chartulary * of Paiſley, I willingly agree to reſt 
the iſſue of my entire argument. Thus, the con- 


troverſy will be brought within the narroweſt poſ- 
ſible compaſs. It will fairly be reduced to a ſingle 
point. As ſoon as you ſhall make it appear, from 
any authentic charter, or unqueſtionable document 
of that age, that Sir William Stewart, the bro- 
tber of Sir John Stewart of Darnley, is deſign- 

„ed * * of Caſtlemilk* after the year 1398, or, at 
„ leaſt, between 1408 and 1429; or what is near- 


« ly to the ſame purpoſe, that ſome other perſon 


than John Stewart poſſeſſed the eſtate in 1409; 
in theſe caſes, I will freely ſubſcribe to the juſtice 
of your claims, and confeſs the weakneſs of my 
own aſſertions. Nay I will do more. Chearful- 
ly joining iſſue with your moſt ardent admirers, I. 
will conſent to applaud even the rengib and 


conciſeneſs of the reaſonings diſplayed in the Gene- 


alogical Hiſtory of the Stewarts; and, in a word, 


admit that the author is heir-apparent and repre- 
ſentative of 5 Cardinal de r 


e 


FE no} 


to overthrow your IVth and laſt Propoſition, or, 


in other words, to diſprove the identity of the two 
Sir William Stewarts, firſt and ſecond of Caſtle- 


milk. It is true, the duration of the life of the: 


latter has no immediate concern with the preſent | 


argument : But, as I bave incidentally placed his 
death about x440, it is proper to produce the evi - 


dence on which that ftatement is founded; and, 


the more particularly, as it will afford an addi-, 


tional proof concerning the general character, 1 | 
have uſed the en, to sive, of nn mode of rea- 


ſoning. 


printed the ſtate of your new-modelled genealogy 


of the Darnley and Lennox families, the earneſt 


and fore- runner of the great Quarto volume; and 


which alſo preceded, ſome conſiderable time, the 


ſtatement exhibited on the part of Lord Galloway. 
On this occaſion, were adduced in evidence two 
charters, the firſt dated in the year 1439, wherein 
Walter Stewart of Arthurley is deſcribed as“ the 


« ſon of William Stewart of Caſtlemilk; and the 


Walter Stewart is deſigned * « ſon of the deceaſed 
„Sir William Stewart of Caftlemilk.” (2) As 


ſecond, dated 3 1ſt, 1440, wheie the ſame 


I 


(z) N® I. 1 dated in 1 year 1439 ; \ which 


John Pollock diſponed * to John Roſs, Laird of Haulkhead, 


and Walter Stuart, ſon * William Stuart of Caftlemilh, , 
equally 


I have now, Sir, done what, I truſt, is ſufficient: 


It was, I think, in the year 1794, that you fr 


your 


[ 
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yohrappesk to theſe papers was confident and un- 


qualified, they, of courſe, appeared on your own 
proper credit. It was preſumable, at all events, 


that you had ſeen them; that you had proved their 


authenticity; that you were reſponfible for their 


exiſtenee; and that 8 had mw and Tres 


exhibited their titles. 
From a man of ſuch ainqveficnabls e 


and reputed accuracy, this was both to be demand- 
ed and expected. Accordingly, the ingenious au- 


thor of the Evidenoe for Lord Galloway thought 
himſelf fully at liberty to make uſe of the deeds 
in any manner that might conduce to the illuſtra- 

tion of his argument. In his proofs reſpecting the 


exiſtence of the younger Sir William Stewart, he 


referred to them as eſtabliſhed documents, and 


immediately ſubjoined the following accute infer- 


ence. From accurately comparing (ſays he) 
« theſe two charters it- will appear evident, that 
Sir William Stewart was alive in 1439, when 


. 
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equally bet wirt them, the lands of Arthurley, in the baro- 


ny * and ſbire of Renfrew. © This charter is among the 
a Haulkhead papers, in the poſſeſſion of the Earl of Glaſ- 
„% gow.” Genealog. Hiſtory | of the DOR Part VII. 


G 
Ns II. Charter under the Great Seal, . iſt F Wa 


1439 (in modern ſtyle 1440), by King James II., whereby 


he grants the one-half of the lands of Arthurley, in the ba- 
rony * of Renfrew, to Walter Stuart, /or of the deceaſed Sir 
William Stuart of Caſtlemill, miles. Pub. Records, B. III. 


Nor 37. Genealog. Hiſt. of the Stewarts, ut * 


[ 122 ] 
the former was dated, and that he died before 
„the 1ſt February 1440; for, in the one, he is 
6 ſtyled © Sir William Stewart of Caſtlemilk, and 


s in the other · the deceaſed Sir William Stewart 
of Caſtlemilk.“ This is further confirmed by 


«© David Stewart, the eldeſt- ſon of this Sir Wil- 


« liam Stewart, aſſuming the deſignation * de Ca- 
« /tlemilk in the year 1444, whereas, in 1430, &c. 


„ he was deſigned * David Stewart * de Fynnart,“ 


« the uſual deſignation * appropriated to the heir- 
« apparent of that family.“ (a). In this manner, 
it was unhappily proved, from your own evi- 
dence, that a Sir William Stewart of Caftlemilk 


did actually exiſt at leaſt ten years ſubſequent to 


the period, when you had pertinaciouſly maintain- 


| ed, that the only perſon bearing that name, in 


your family, had loſt his life under the walls of 
Orleans (3). 
W Ups 


— 


8 1 => 232 the 


(4) Evidence for Lord CO Pp. 26. 


() It may be obſerved, that theſe two charters ſo juſtly 
noticed by Mr Williams, are not the only documents pro- 


duced by the author of the Genealogical Hiſtory of the 
Stewarts, ſubverſive of his own pretenſions. So fure is truth 
in the end to become apparent, that even all the diligence 


he has uſed to confound the two Sir William Stewarts has 

not been able to conceal it. There is another deed quoted 
by himſelf (Part VII. p. 335, 3 36.), viz. a decreet“, by Sir 

John Forreſter of Corſtorphin, Chamberlain of Scotland, 


dated an. 1430, and now in poſſeſſion of the town of Ren- 


row. It was pronounced by the Chamberlain, i in a diſpute 
between 


5 


. . 
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Whatever may be thought, Sir, of your inge 
nuity in the affair of the Chartulary * of Paiſley, 
it now ſeemed evident, that powers, at leaſt as 
prompt and fertile, were neceſſary to free you 
from a far worſe dilemma. Nor will he, who en- 
tertains that idea, be in any wiſe diſappointed. 
What muſt have been the aſtoniſhment of Mr 
Williams when he read, in your late Quarto vo- 
TO that Eis _ ſeen ny, and could anſwer 

. en | © Op; 


| Hs has 8 40 the town. of Dann relative to 


their reſpective rights of fiſhing i in the river Clyde. In this 
document are recorded the, names of a jury, which met, 


22d November 1429, 00 the Kaen and Ry, others 
2 | 


Alan Stewart, Lord of Baby, 

© Robert Stewart, Lou Df id 

Alexander Stewart 

David Stuart, Lord of Finnart.” | 

The Alan Stewart here mentioned he admits to be the el- 
deſt ſon of Sir John Stewart of Darnley ; who having been 
killed about nine months previous to the meeting of the ju- 
ry (1. e. before Orleans i in February L429) his ſon of courſe 


adopted the defignation * Darnley. But David Stuart ſtill 


continued Lord of Finnart; although the author of the Ge- 
nealogical Hiſtory pretends that it was his father, and not his 
grandfather, who was killed before Orleans; whereas, had 
this really been the caſe, he certainly would, as well as Sir 
Alan, have appeared in poſſeſſion of the paternal eſtate, 
and been deſigned of Caftlemilk. The fact ſeems, however, 
to be, that no document can be produced of his adopting the 


latter title, till the death of his real father the Ton Sir 
William Stuart, an. 1440. | 


5 
4 
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for, the /econd of the: charters) above.mentioned:; 


and that, as to the ozber, though ſearched for m_ 
diligence, it was no where to be found! (e). 


A moſt prolix and laborious exculpation is — 


offered, proceeding, as it ſhould ſeem, on the im- 


plied charge of evaſion, .;, This, although {ſpread 


over almoſt five Quarto pages, when compreſſed 
into as many ſentences, is, in ſubſtance, as follows: 
That the title of the firſt charter was copied from 
an inventory of Lord Glaſgow's papers at Haulk- 
head. obtained from Mr Tod, writer to the Sig- 
net * „and man of buſineſs to that nobleman: and 


that Mr Williams's remarks having given riſe to 


a late ſearch at Haulkhead to diſcover it, every ef- 


fort had at length proved ineffectual. Notwith- 


ſtanding, however, you contend, that the loſs can 
be a matter of but little moment. That, as the 


firſt charter was the diſpoſition to the lands, in fa- | 
vour of Walter Stuart, by John Pollock, and the 


ſecond (preſerved in the Public Records) the con- 


firmation, under the Great Seal, of that diſpoſi- 


tion, ſo it neceſſarily follows, that the ſtyle and 


terms in which we find the /econd is conceived, 
muſt have been identically the ſtyle and terms of 


the firſt; it being a fact well known in the prac- 
tice of buſineſs, that, in royal charters, the deſcrip- 
tions of places or perſons are duly regulated by 


thoſe of the warrants*, on which they proceed. 
| That, in order to eee the fact by analogy, 


recou rſe 


1 : — — * — 


(c) Genealog, Hiſt. of the Stewarts, Part VII. p. 253. 
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recourſe was had to the Public Records themſelves, 
for the regiſtration of the royal charter, granted 
about the ſame time to John Roſs, Laird of Haulk- 


head, for his half of the lands of Arthurley. But 


a conciſe entry was the entire reſult of that ſearch; 
and, in the ſhort notice reſpecting the deed, it is 
ſaid to have been entered in th aun in fond 
© preſcriptd.“ (). Wolke aste 
Now, Sir, I will 6: nh een chat 
charters under the n Seal i in Scotland da uſu- 


ally run in the ſame ſtyle and terms as the diſpo- 
ſitions conſtituting their warrant *; and of the two 


charters in queſtion: the' firſt a probably to 
have been the warrant * or ground, on which the 
ſecond had proceeded. .'Yet, ſuppoſing the fact to 
have been as Mr Williams aſſerts,” viz. that Sir 
William Stuart of Caſtlemilk was alive in 1349, 


and actually died before rſt February 14407 it is 


ſurely not impoſſible that the trifling change, in the 


deſcription of Walter Stuart, neceſſary to corre- 
ſpond with that well known event, might, by the 


writer, have been inſerted in the royal charter: 


And the grant, without doubt, was equally valid, 
as proceeding upon the diſpoſition, whether it were 


in favour of the ſon of Sir William Stuart of 
« Gaſtlemilk, or of - the ſon of the GON Sir 
« William Strait of Caſtlemilk.“ Re TH 
In 


* j 5 


W Genealog Kit, of the Stewart, Þ Part vn. p. 251— 
956. 7 | | 
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In this manner, you will admit; I am ſufficients 
ly warranted to argue, as the incidents which Mr 


Williams's hypotheſis involves, might very well 
have taken place. Becauſe, if they did not, why 


was the matter | ſo. very differently repreſented by 
Mr Tod, with whoſe character I am well acquaint- 


ed, and whoſe profeſſional correctneſs is known to 
be unimpeachable ? It reſts ſolely with yourſelf to 
exhibit the document, which has thus ſo ſuddenly 
and unaccountably become inviſible. Nothing leſs 


is adequate to deſtroy what has been ſo gravely. 


delivered in a genealogical argument. The occa- 


ſion, it is true, on which it was introduced, (viz. 


the ſhowing the progreſs of the title-deeds of the 
lands of Arthurley) may, as you obſerve, be a 
matter of no great moment; but it derives weight 


and importance from the nature of the inferences, 


which are fairly deducible from ſuch premiſes. 


Until, therefore, an exhibition of the loſt charter 
be made effectual, the reſult of the compariſon be- 
tween the two muſt be conſidered as at leaſt a col - 


lateral, although, indeed, it is a ſupernumerary evi- 
dence, concerning the younger Sir William Stuart 


of Caſtlemilk; and, by conſequence, an additional 


bar to the admiffibility of your pretenſions. 


For my own part, 1 am not among thoſe diſpo- | 


ſed to believe, that the author of the Genealogical 


_ Hiſtory of the Stewarts is capable, even where the 


ambition for family honours is concerned, of repre- 


ſenting with unfairneſs, or concealing with inten- 


tion, an exiſting document; although his reliance 
on a title may be rather * and his belief of an 


entire ; 


= © „ —_ 5 © 
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entire deed rather difficult, as they ſeverally make 


in favour, or againſt his argument (k). Tet I will | 
not pretend to anſwer for the ſuggeſtions of envy, 


or the whiſpers of ſuſpicion. - The heir-apparent 


and 'repreſentative of the Cardinal de York is a 
perſonage of ſome importance, and as fuch, muſt 
be expoſed to both. Neither will I take it upon 
me to determine the preciſe effect, that the myſte- 
rious ſtory of the Haulkhead papers may in cer- 
tain minds produce, on a variety of other matter, 
brought forward, with equal confidence, in his 


book. Of the value and ſolidity of a whole men 


uſually judge, from the tried value and ſolidity of 


its parts: And, the truth is, that, in the work in 


queſtion, the faireſt of theſe is not now, in appear 
e more Lin and ane than was their airy 
| it | brother 


A eat — 


(x) It is ll unneceſſary to nh to the reader the 


unſuſpecting confidence with which the author of the Gene- 


alogical Hiſtory believed the authenticity of one charter, on 
being furniſhed, by Mr Tod, with a bare' copy of the title ; 
while he pretended to diſbelieve the genuineneſs of another, 
although he found a complete and anne copy of it; in 
F. ather Hay's Collections. | 

I think it proper here to take 3 an eee of 1 
ring, that, in this letter, no neu writings or documents have 
been braught forward by me, relating to the preſent contro- 


verſy. Of thoſe I have cited, on different occaſions, the 


whole have been, in- ſome ſhape or other, already appealed 
to, either by the Reverend Mr Williams, or by the author 
of the Genealogical Hiſtory, of the Stewarts, who are, of 


_ courſe, reſpouſible for their exiſtence and authenticity. 


— 
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brother of Haulkhead, previous to Mr Williams's 


able ſcrutiny; when it ſhrunk: anto- EIA 


at the touch of criticiſm. | Yonex as 

We have now, Sir, examined, at Mon 1 
the chief pillars, on which you reſt your claims 
to be heir-apparent and repreſentative of the Car- 


dinal de York. We have found them, indeed, 


erect and lofty, the ſupport of a ſpacious build. 
ing; and that building the acknowledged work 
of time, of application, and of patient induſtry (). 


Not content, in planning the ſtructure, with the 
ample quarries or foreſts of Britain, you even 


travelled abroad in queſt of foreign materials, 


and ſought devices at Paris, and entablatures at 


Rome, to decorate and enrich it. But did it not 
become you, as a wiſe builder, to have well exa- 
mined, before you confided in, a ſandy founda- 


tion? It is true, vain ambition, the obvious ar- 
chitect, has enticed many a man, no leſs cool and 
_ diſpaſſionate than yourſelf, into projects as wild, 
and labours as unprofitable. Yet, ſurely, no alla 
ſo extenſive in itſelf, (let the reader reflect on 
near 500 Quarto pages!) of ſuch. coſtly erection, 
or ſuch laboured regularity, and, above all, ſo 


ſplendid and formidable at a diſtance, was ever 
ſeen, like a fairy edifice, to erumble more een 


ly into ruin, on a near 8 | 
| Pom 
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(5) In the Preface to the Genealogical Hiſtory, the au- 
thor acknowledges, that not leſs than ten years have been 


ſpent on the work, 


4A 


as 1 —_—_ 


r 

Poſſibly you may think, that this opinion of 
your pretenſions is arrogant and faſtidious, and pe- 
culiar to Lord Galloway. Tou may, perhaps, as 
in the caſe of your much injured kinſmen, John 

and William Stewarts of Caſtlemilk, allege, that 
it is an © ideal ſubſtance, and to be found only 
in the preſent Letter. It may not be improper, 
therefore, to appeal to the ſentiments of other 
men, all remarkable for their diligence of inveſ- 
tigation, and ſome of them eee. by their 
accuracy as antiquaries, who have, at different 
i . written on wah name of STEWART. Of 


or indirect, to öuem this: account; That Sir 
John Stewart of Darnley, the anceſtor of the Earls 
and Dukes of Lennox; had a younger brother, 
Sir William Stewart, indifferently deſigned * of 
Jedworth, of Caſtlemilk, or Sheriff of Teviot- 
dale: That from the eldeft ſon of this Sir Wil- 
liam the family of Lord Galloway is deſcended, 
and, from a younger, the Stuarts of Caſtlemilk in 
Lanerkſhire ; and conſequently, That both are 
ſprung from the ſtock of Darnley or Lennox, but 
that The" latter are cadets n the Og of Gallo. 
way. * 1 

The firſt writer we mall quote, 1s the well 
Known Niſbet, in his Syſtem of Heraldry. * Sir 
« Walter Stewart (ſays he) to whom King Ro- 
bert Bruce gave the barony * of Dalſwinton, - 
« was deſcended of a younger ſon of Sir John 


ce Stewart of Bonkill, and was ſometimes deſign- 
R C ⁰ 4 gg * Se 
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© ed# of Dalſwinton, and ſometimes of Garlies, 
« His grandſon, Sir Walter Stewart of Dal- 


«+ ſwinton, was contemporary with Robert III. 
His daughter, Marion Stewart, became his 


« heir; and was married to Sir William Stewart, 


6s Sheriff of Teviotdale, deſcended of the family of. 


„% Darnlep (G).“ It is evident, how correct ſo- 
ever this writer's account of Sir William Stew 


art's deſcent, that there is an inconſiſtency in the 


ſtate of his matrimonial engagement : for it was 
not Sir William, but his ſon John, who. married 
the heireſs of Dalſwintan. 

5 Crawford, in his Peerage of Scotland, les, 


from more ſatisfactory authority, that Sir Wal- 


* ter Stewart, Lord of Dalſwinton, married his 
„only daughter to John Stewart, Eſq. ſon and 
& heir of Sir William Stewart, Sheriff of Teviot- 
* dale. This Sir William was 4 %n of the fami- 


. 4 Jy of Darnley, afterwards created Earls. and 


Dukes of Lennox, as appears from the Pa- 


tent creating Sir Alexander Stewart, Lord 


„ Garlies, in the year 1607, and from ſeveral 


„other accounts (n).“ This author, in his 
Hiſtory of the Houſe of Stewart, ſubjoined in 


the Account of Renfrewſhire, has the following 
patſage, and nearly to the ſame purpoſe; 4 I 


have ſeen an indenture, in the Scotch lan- 


e guage, dated at Dumfries, in the year 1396, 
<6 ber! ixt Sir Walter Stewart, Lord-of Dalſwin- 


* ton. 5 


(0 Vl I. p. 4g PIE Os 
(5) e of . p. 1 57. 
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© ton, on the one part, and Sir William Stewart, 
Sberif of Teviotdale, (deſcended of the Houſe of 
«© Darntey), on the other, wherein it is agreed, 
that John. Stewart, ſon and heir of the ſaid Sir 
« William, ſhall marry and have to wife, Marion 
Stewart, the only daughter of the ſaid Sir Wal- 
* ter, with whom he obliges himſelf to rue fix 
« ſcore of marks in tocher*.” — 
Sir Walter Stewart, (who lived in oh time 
of King Robert the II. and III.), having no 
4 male iſſue of his own body, married his only 
daughter to Fobn Stewart, Eſq. ſon and heir to 
« Sir William Stewart, Sheriff of Teviotdale ; by 
* whom ſhe had Sir William Stewart (of Dal- 
« ſwinton), their ſon and heir ; which Sir Wil- 
« liam was made a Knight by King James 11,, 
and had iſſue three ſons, Alexander hts ſucceſ- 
« for, Sir Thomas Stewart of Minto, Knight, 
1 anceſtor to the prefent Lord e and | 
_ "Walter ein {HT 
The fame Niſbet already mentioned, in ai 
_ cing the lineage, and deſcribing the armorial 
bearings of the Galloway family, writes as follows: 
„The cadets of the family of Stewart of Dal- 
„ ſwinton and Garlies, now Earls of Galloway, 
are, Stewart of Caſtlemilk, or, a bend gules, ſur- 
mounted of a feſſe- cheque, argent and azure; 
* ſo recorded, in the Line Regiſter, for Sir Ar- 
« chibald Stewart of Caſtlemilk, Banbnet, with the 
„badge of Nova Scotia in the ſiniſter canton. 


« Creſt, a dexter hand holding a {word, proper. 
| 0 Motto, 


* 8 „ 


— 


—— 


(1) Rudiments of Honour, p. 116. 
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„ Motto, Avant. Stewart of Minto, or, a feſſe- 
& cheque, azure and argent (K &c. EET 
Hay, in his MSS., in the Advocates Library at 


Edinburgh, obſerves, that, © From the family of 
« Darnley deſcend the bouſes of Garlies, now 4 | 


« of Galloway, Minto, Blantyre (),“ &c.. 8 
Alexander Stewart Lord Garlies, ſays Sir 


« James Balfour, that accurate genealogiſt), a ca- 


det of the Stewarts of Darnley, himſelf being the 
« ſixteenth of the family, and the thirteenth heir- 
male of one line, the eldeſt of the houſe ſuc- 
« ceſſively ſucceeding other*, by the name of 
« Alexander, was, by King James VI., created 
„ Earl F Galloway, by letters-patent, bearing date 
% at 'Theobald's, 19th September 1623 (M).“ 


Sir Robert Gordon of Gordonſtoun, (a genea- 


logiſt highly extolled by yourſelf), in his genea- 
logy of the Earls of Sutherland, remarks, that 
« From the houſe of Darnley are deſcended the fa- 


„ mily of Garlies, now Earls of Galloway, Minto, : 


_« Blantyre, Pittenwemyls, Ca/iemilk, Hallrigg, 


“Garton, Balſheall, Clarvy, Rothſay, with ſome 


others (N)“ And yet, in his account of Sir 
William Stewart, the ſon of Sir Alexander Stew- 
art of . he 2 « This Sir William was 


6c ſlain 


— 


(2) Niſbet's Bead, Vol. I. p. 5e. 


(..) Page 489. 


(M*) Genealogical Account of Noble F amilies. MS. 
Advocates Library, Edinburgh. 


(8) MS. Advocates Library, p 91. 
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6 Lain at the battle of Vernueil, in a year of 
« God 1424, of whom the family of \Caſtlemilk is 
«+. deſcended.” From theſe paſſages it is evident, 
that he looked upon Sir William Stewart of Jed- 


worth, and the elder Sir William Stewart of Ca{- 


tlemilk, as the ſame perſon; and that, with Niſ- 
bet im his Heraldry, (above quoted), he regarded 
the family of Caftlemilk as cadets of that of: Dal 
ſwinton. It is alſo obvious, that Sir Robert has 
put the battle of Vernueil, erroneouſly for the 
ſiege of Orleans, an. 1429. i 

_ To theſe reſpectable 3 we ſhall 2 
chat of the learned Camden, who, in ſpeaking of 


the lordſhip of Galloway, has this paſſage: The 
title, of Lord of Galloway fell afterwards to the 


« family of Douglas; and, fince, to the family 
« of Stewart of Garlies 5 which, being firſt aig- 


_  * nified, by King James VI., with the title of 
Lord of Garlies, was deer raiſed, by the ſame 


« King, to the dignity of Earl of Galloway, oz 


account cbieſiy of their deſcent froin the alytrios 


« family of Lennox (o). 
The laſt author we ſhall appeal to is hs "a 


Mr Williams, by far the moſt accurate of any 
who have examined the ſubject. In treating of 


the different additions or deſignations* given to 
the elder Sir William Stewart, he thus proceeds: 
Douglas, both in his Peerage and Baronage af 


Scotland, repreſents Sir William Stewart of 
* Jedworth as the 1 perſon with Sir Wi lliam 


„% Stewart 


_—____O__ 


- 


— 


(o) Britan. Vol. II. p. 1202} Wit. Gibſon; 


1943 


% Stewart of Caſtlemilk. Duncan Stewart, in hi 


* Hiſtory of the Stewarts, not only appears to be 
“of the ſame opinion, but when accounting for 
„the diſburſement of the money remitted from 
France, in the year 1385, he aſſerts, that an 
« hundred livres were given to Sir William Stew. 
« art of Jedworth; (Rymer. Fœd. Angl. tom. 


« vii. p. 485.); while Scott, in his Hiſtory of 


« Scotland, recording the ſame tranſaction, af- 
+ firms, That an hundred livres were given to 


« Sir William Stewart of Caſtlemilk. It ſeems 
„evident, however, that both authors meant the 


« /ame perſon. And, when ſome genealogiſts de. 


« cribe Sir William Stewart of Jedworth as a 


„ ſon of the family of Darnley, and others re- 


« preſent Sir William Stewart of Caftlemilk as 


« deſcended from the ſame family, it appears to 


be no more than the ame fact related in differ- 


« ent words (r).“ Of this remark the quotation 
from Sir Robert Gordon (made above) may be 
| adduced as a very appoſite illuſtration. 


Mr Williams, likewiſe, in endeavouring to dif- 
entangle the perplexity reſulting from a ſimilari- 
ty of names borne by different perſons nearly in 


the ſame era, has theſe judicious oHſervations: 
« There are (he ſays) two circumſtances, which 


« have materially tended to lead ſome authors in- 


« to an error with W to the deſcent of this 
I” family. 1 


1 n — 


« Firſt, 


(r) Evidence for Lord Galloway, p- 13, 14. | 
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Lord Hailes, in his Annals of ee be (vol. 
ii. p. 307.), his deſignation“ was de Daldon. 
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WE Fil, The diſcovery of the name of a Fobn 
Stewart of Fed worth, in the Chartulary * of 
Kelſo, 1323; from whence it has been erro- 
neouſly concluded, that John Stewart, the ſon. 
of Sir John, Stewart of Bonkill, aſſumed the 
title of de Fedworth, and was the anceſtor of 
the Stewarts of Dalſwinton. But, according 


to Symſon, in his Hiſtory of the Stewarts, 
(p- 64.), John, the /n of Sir John Stewart of 
Bonkill, had no children: And, according to 


The John Stewart of Jed worth, therefore, men- 


tioned in the 1323, muſt have been John Stew- 
© art, afterwards of Darnley, the grandſon of Sir 


John Stewart of Bonkill, and the ſon. of Sir 
Alan Stewart of Darnley (C). . 


„ Secondly, Another circumſtance, which has 
* occaſioned ſome errors with regard to the de- 


ſcent of this family, is the repreſenting Sio 
William Stewart of Jedworth, on all occaſions, 
as the ſame perſon with Sir William Stewart 
of Caſtlemilk; whereas, it is evident, not only 


that they were different perſons, ' but that 7he 
* latter was the ſecond ſon of the former. As the 


lands of Caſtlemilk, however, belonged like- 
wiſe to the former, and as he is, in one or two 
inſtances, deſigned “ Sir William Stewart of 
. ſome authors, deſcribing Sir Wil- 

| 6s Yam 


Po See likewiſe on this able, note 05 P- 77. of the | 
preſent Letter. ; 
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12 liam Stewart of Jedworth; as a ſecond fon of the | 


« family of Darnley, have given him the deſigna- 
« tion* of de Ca/tlemilk. Thus, Hugh Thomas, 
in a MS. of no great value, and of little au- 
< thority, (or antiquity, being not yet four-ſcore 
4 years old), Harl. MSS. No. 2218., deſcribes Sir 


William Stewart of Caſtlemilk as the brother 


of Sir John Stewart of Darnley. But this on- 
ly corroborates, as far as ſuch an authority can 


« be relied on, the account already given-of the 


« deſcent of the Stewarts of Garlies from the Houſe 
« of Darnley. For, by Sir William Stewart of 


Caſtlemilk, is evidently - meant Sir William 

Stewart ſenior, who generally was deſigned* Sit 
« William Stewart of Jed worth; but who, . poſ-' 
5 ſeſſing likewiſe the Caſtlemilk eſtate, in the 
yar 1 398, as appears from Rymer's Fœdera, 


« (tom. viii. ꝓ. 58, 59.), was, on one or two 
public occaſions, deſigned* Sir William Stew- 
« art of Caſtlemilk (x).“ 5 
Next to the writers, Sir, who have roma 4his 
ſubject, I ſhould recommend, to- your attentive 
peruſal, the' Tables which the beſt genealogiſts, 


and particularly Sir Robert Douglas and Mr John 


Brown, have compiled on the name of Srxwakr. 
Of the former the accuracy is well known, and 


juſtly applauded; although, from the confuſion 


of names, (as, for example, in the caſe of Jed- 


ech). he may inadvertently have fallen into 


ſome 


8 
— — — 


| (* Evidence for Lord Galloway, Appendix, | p. 94.93. 
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ſome errors (S). In regard to Mr Rio w his 


work is, without doubt, one of the moſt ample 
and correct views of any ſurname ever delivered 


to the public (T). Here, in particular, the deli- 


neation of the Houſe of Bonkill is executed with 


great impartiality and preciſion, and is every way 


conſiſtent with exiſting documents. No genera- 
tions, in the Darnley line, are inverted or anni- 


hilated ; nor is there. an unaccountable. omiſſion 
(which in your Table is conſpicuous) of Sir Ro- 


bert the 6th fon of: Sir John Stewart of Bonkill, 
whoſe deſcendants form one of the Anek exten- 
fi ive branches of the Stewart race (9. W 2a 


—— 


= 
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(s) Sir Robert Douglas, in his Genealogical Table, has 
erroneonfly traced Sir William Stewart of Jedworth from 
Sir Johm, the fifth ſon of the Houſe of Bonkill, whoſe de- 
fignationꝰ was de Daldon. He has alſo traced the Stuarts 
of Caſtlemils from the ſame perfon. 


( This Table is el engraved, and was pu- 
bliſhed at Edinburgh, {with a very numerous liſt of ſub- 
{cribers, 1797. . 72 . 1 


(vo) Before I filled up. the 3 of the 6th ſon of ts 


Houſe of Bonkill, in my Genealogical Sketch, I thought it 
proper to apply to the perſon at the head of that branch of 


the name, (Mr Stewart of Allanton), in order to learn, 
why the exiſtence of a race ſo uniformly recorded by eve- 
ry genealogiſt ſince the time of Symſon, was at length ar- 
bitrarily ſuppreſſed by the author of the Genealogical Hit 
tory of the Ste warts? The gentleman juſt now mentioned, 
after producing, to me very — documents of his 
deſeent 


[ x38 J 
After thoſe gentlemen, I wouls humbly venture 
to ſuggeſt to your notice my own genealogical la- 


bours. They are contained in the Sketch of the 
„ . Deſcent 


ara _— * — 


it FY n 


deſcent from the above Sir Robert Stewart, who was de- 


ſigned* © of Daldiie,” made anſwer nearly to the follow- 


ing purport : © The queſtion, Sir, which you put, I know 
« not if I can well anſwer; as, ever ſince I ſaw Mr An- 


« drew Stuart's book, the circumſtance has puzzled my- 
„ ſelf. I cannot conjeture why the author of that work - 


(in which no labour of izveſtzgation ſeems to have been 
4 ſpared) did not, on the point in queſtion, prefer a more 

to a /eſs obvious ſource of intelligence, a direct applica- 
&« tion to myſelf, (which he never made) to the lower office 


of retailing the ignorance of Symſon, or the ambiguities 


« of Duncan Stewart. The only reaſon I can conceive is, 


that perhaps he thought the deſcendants of a ſixth ſon of | 
ee the Houſe of Bonkill were beneath the notice of an am- 


“ bition, which was endeavouring to graſp at the honours 
« of the rt. Or, perhaps, his opinion may have been, 
that the higheſt merit conſiſts in the moſt remarkable in- 
„ gularity ; and, therefore, in his invaſion of the rights of 


Lord Galloway, as he had advanced a theory peculiar to 
+ himſelf, ſo another opportunity, like the preſent, might 


« not eaſily occur, for evincing how completely he differed 
« from every writer of eſtabliſhed credit. As you, Sir, have 
& undertaken, on the part of the Noble Earl, to refute'the 
& dogmas of a ſelf-deluded genealogiſt, I ſhall take it kind, 
& if you will adopt ſome method of entering this my pro- 
& teſt againſt the uſurpations of a ſelf-created dictator.“ 


I hope the above gentleman, who has certainly ſome 


cauſe for complaint, will think that I have not been ne- 
glecttul of either the one or the other of theſe objects; and 
that I have _— his +proteſ with due 2 © 


. .- 


1 
Deſcent of the Houſe of Bonkill, which you will 
find ſubjoined to the preſent Letter. It is true, 
this delineation is not, like your Table, elegantly 
engraved, nor are the corners decorated with va- 
luable fac-fimiles of the ſeals belonging to the Lord 


High Steward, or of any of the race of Caſtlemilk. 


Yet it will be found to compriſe an impartial view 


of the different heads of families deſcended from 
the Lord High Stewards, previous to their acceſ- 


ſion to the Crown of Scotland. Commencing with 
Walter, the ſon of Alan, who filled that important 


office about 1153, and was paternal anceſtor, in 
the ſixth degree, to King Robert II., the ſucceſ- 


fion 1s thence deduced only to the beginning of 


the 76th century, the time of Sir Alexander Stew. 


art of Garlies, Sir William Stuart the 3d of Caſtle- 


milk, and their ſeveral cotemporaries. After this 


era, all virulence of controverſy ſeems to ceaſe. 
The various generations are ſuffered to glide on in 
undiſturbed tranquillity, and are neither annihi- 


lated nor diſplaced by the fury of contending com- 


petitors. Fully ſenſible as I am of the uſeful light 
which your diligence has thrown on ſome obſcure 


parts of this ſeries, you will perceive that your 


amendments have been adopted with freedom, 
wherever they appear the reſult of ſolid evidence: 


But they have, in like manner, been firmly rejec- 


ted, where inconſiſtent with probability; where 
they are viſibly the offspring of prejudice, and the 


creatures of a particular theory; or where, in a 
word, they have objects leſs pure than the improve- 
ment NN genealogy, © or the eviction of truth. 


Without | 


F _ 1 


Without being too ſanguine, I may think it poſ- 
ſible, that a ſerious attention to theſe various do- 


euments and authorities, may produce a ſalutary 
impreſſion on your mind. The praiſe of candour, 
which you ſeem particularly ambitious to deſerve 
and to obtain, rather encourages me in that hope. 
As to my free examination of your Four Propoſi- 
tions, if it convince you, it is well. If not, you 
may reply to it at your leiſure. | 

Upon the whole, Sir, I truſt, from a review of 


the foregoing narrative and reaſonings, which I 


have thus offered on the part of the Earl of Gal- 


loway, no doubt will remain, with the reader, of 


the actual repreſentation of the Darnley and Len- 


nox families being veſted in that Nobleman ; and, 
as I ſaid in the outſet, that the claims you have ad- 


vanced are ſupported only by « feeble proofs, and 


« jinconcluſive arguments.” Few, therefore, I 


imagine, will think it too much when I ſay, in the 


words of an ancient poet, that of the gorgeous 


plumage, with which you had ſo complacently 
decked yourſelf, the principal feather is now 
„ plucked and fallen.“ (v). If, in the reſtoration 


of it to the true owner, you have in ſome fort ſha-. 


red the fate, it is becauſe you had imitated the ex- 


ample, of a certain bird in the fable, whoſe ambi- 


tion, (we are told) like your own, got the better 
of its prudence, in vainly aſpiring beyond its na- 


+3 
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tive ornaments (x). Should you fill be diſpoſed 
to coñtinue the conteſt, you will enjoy the ſolitary 
ſatisfaction not only of diſſenting from Lord Gal- 
loway, but likewiſe from all impartial men, ſach 
as myſelf, unconcerned in the iſſue; who, in 


ſpite of obloquy, and prejudice, and r fa- 
ſhion, will ſometimes dip into ſtudies ſo n ee 8 


as the tranſactions of their anceſtors, - 


PART THIRD. 


AGREEABLY to the e which I made of 
this Letter in the beginning, I now come to the 


Third branch of the ſubject, in which it was pro- | 


poſed to make ſome critical remarks on your book 
as a literary production, taking into conſideration 
the matter and ſtyle, as well as the ſcope and uti- 


lity of the volume. 
Whoever, Sir, comes before the public i in the 


quality of an author, virtually acknowledges the 
power of that high tribunal to approve or to con- 


demn; either to deal out the rewards of praiſe, or 
apply the laſh of cenſure. The public, however, 
is a term of very extenſive and uncertain applica- 
: Nigga os tion. 


* r 


en — > a EY 


9 
Long 


() It is ſcarcely neceſſary to remind the reader of the 
fable of the daw with borrowed feathers,” as related by 
that admirable philoſopher of antiquity, old Æſop. 
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tion. The courts of criticiſm themſelves, that en- 


gage the hopes and fears of authors, convey an 
idea almoſt as indefinite. Of the latter, indeed, 


ſomething may be known, from the laws and prin- 
ciples that regulate their decrees; although we are 
wholly unacquainted with the number of the 
members, or the time and duration of their ſit- 
tings. In the monthly edicts, iſſued from thoſe 
inviſible tribunals, we recogniſe a judgment fitted 
to regulate, and a learning worthy to preſide over, 
the public taſte. Yet, as the preſſure of buſineſs 
ſeems uſually to exceed both the time and dili- 


gence of the judges, what hope can be indulged 


that, genealogy ſhall find favour in their fight ? 


 Amidift the prodigious maſs of ſcience and philo- 


ſophy, of literature and politics that daily call for 
attention, what ſhare can devolve on a neglected 


topic; even brought forward, as it is, by publiſhers _ 
the moſt reſpectable, and in all the pomp and mag- 


nificence of a Quarto volume? (1). 


Unpropitious, Sir, as the times certainly are to = 


acquiring for your work much diſtinction of criti- 


_ciſm, I think you are not yet without room for 


conſolation. 


— 


— 


cr) The publiſhers of the Genealogical Hiſtory of the 
Ste warts are very reſpectable indeed, and the firſt in Lon- 
don, Meſſrs Cadell and Davies. But it is obvious, from the 


nature of the work, that it muſt have been printed at the 
entire expence of the author himſelf, and that the above 
gentlemen can have no intereſt whatever either in its ſale, 
its celebrity, or the literary notice that is taken of ir, | 
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_ conſolation. In me you have found a brother in 
genealogy, and you ſhall not want a friend in di- 
ſtreſs. Impreſſed with a due reverence for a ſtu- 
dy, in which we have ſeverally figured, I will 
chearfully do what in me lies to avert the neglect 
with which the Genealogical Hiſtory of the Stew- 

arts is ſo imminently threatened; nor will I ſuffer 
It to paſs out of the world without that tribute of 
literary notice it certainly may claim, from the 
extent, as well as ſplendor of fo great an underta- 

king. If, as a Reviewer, I ſhould not chance to 
cConciliate your eſteem, it will be nothing more 
than often happens to thoſe who ſit in judgment 
on the labours of others. But it ſhall be my en- 
deavour to conciliate the ſuffrage of the reader, by 
the evenneſs with which I ſhall Wann. *. e a 
criticiſm. ; 

The firſt thing that rikes us Why in an up 
your book, is the fingularity of the title. This, I 
muſt be allowed to ſay, you have conſiderably miſ- 

apprehended. It is obvious, that every title ſhould. 

be fo conſtituted, as to convey a precife and clear 
idea of the work, of which it ſtands at the head. 
Nothing, in fact, is more proper and indiſpenſable; 
proper, becauſe its very uſe and eſſence are deſcrip- 
tive; and indiſpenſable, becauſe, from a faulty 
practice, the moſt enormous inconveniencies would 
. enſue to the reader, no leſs than the mere buyer 
of books. On this principle, the appellation: you 
have choſen is every way erroneous. ' It aims, in- 
deed, at a fplendid generality, but it neither points 

out the ſpecific character, nor the chief object of 
| the 


1 244 ] 
the: peformance. A Genealogical Account of 
« the Stewarts of Darnley and Caſt lemi lk, would 
perhaps have been an appoſite deſeription; to 
which, if you inclined, you might fairly have add 
ed, with an attempt to demonſtrate that the Ca- 
« ſtlemilk family are the moſt ancient branch _ 
„ xemaining of the Houſe of Stewart.“? 
But a! Genealogical Hiſtory of the Stewurts, * 


if it mean any thing definite, conveys an idea far 
more comprehenfive than this. Truſting a promiſe 


ſo ſpecious, we are naturally led to expect ſome 
general account of the illuſtrious ſurname in que» 
ſtion, and even to find that account delivered with 


the intereſt and attraction of a connected narra- 


tive. In both expectations, however, we experi- 
ence diſappointment. Here are few facts to in- 


form, and ſtill fewer anecdotes to amuſe, the ge- 


neral reader. Inſtead of thoſe wide and extended 


views which inſtruct in the hiſtorian, or, what in 


the biographer is ſtill more pleaſing, ſtrokes of 
character, and delineations of the manners, we are 
haraſſed and fatigued with a tedious detail of 


dates and eras; with barren titles of charters of 
confirmation * and novodamus, precepts of ſeiſim“ 
and elare conſtat, and every other deed and wri- 


ting, with which the lawyers of Scotland have 
complicated their juriſprudence, or inſured the 
fucceſſion to landed property. Yet ſtill we read 
on, in the hope of at length finding ſome clear, 
perſpicuous, and general view of the name of 
Stewart. To our great aſtoniſhment, the volume 


cloſes with this intereſting information; and, as it 


15 


is printed in Italics, it ſeems intended as a eorolla- 
ry to be deduced from the whole preceding evi- 
dence and reaſoning, viz. * That Andrew Stuart, 
having now ſucceeded to his brother Alexander, 
in the eſtate of Torrance, and alſo to the late 
Sir John. Stuart, in the eſtate of Caſtelmilk, is 
lineal heir and male. repreſentative of the Der- 
„ neley and Lennox families (after the death of 
„ the Cardinal Tork): and that the ſaid Andrew 
„Stuart of Torrance and Caſtelmilk, who is now 
* the perſon entitled, muſt feel it to be his duty 
« to aſſert the rights belonging to the Caſtelmilk 
family, in the ſame-manner that the late worthy 
* proprietor. of the eſtate, Sir John Stuart, while 
« at the head 1 the - 2 es TEE to have 
«Gone? (2)-> 150 10 290! $77 cri ty 
Tour book, 8 r, is therefore l not hiſtory; for hi- 
flovy contains a narrative of public tranſactions. 
_ Neither is it biography; for biography implies a 
deljneation of private character. As little is it a 
Genealogical Account of the Stewarts :. For; if it 
be, in what inſtance does it reach beyond a ſingle 
family, or two more at moſt, to trace the extrac- 
tion, and aſcertain the relations, of an extenſi ve 
houſe ? To ſay preciſely what it is, is not eaſy. If 
ſome perſonal details be only excepted, with here 
and there an extract from a French or Engliſh 
writer, it is nearly ſuch a body of writings and 
| documents, as I ſhould h my attorney to give 
e my 


# : ; : 
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(2) Genealog. Hiſt. & the Stewarts, p. 384, 385. 
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my lawyer, if I wanted the latter to make! up for | 


me a claim to ſome ne er before the Houſe 


of Lords. | b N 
Poſſibly you may think, chat to „ eee wich 


you about words is captious and uncandid, and 
' wholly unworthy of a liberal criticiſm. But, ac- 
cording to the poſition of a celebrated modern 


ſtateſman and philoſopher, in fact“ words are 
things“ (4); and of the truth of it you yourſelf 
ſhall be convinced, by the following eee 
which I have been aſſured is authentic. 

A Highland gentleman, as it is ſaid, of the name 
of Stewart, truſting to the faith of a comprehen- 


ſive title, lately purchaſed your book. As he was 


fond of his name, and inquiſitive about his anceſ- 


tors, he exulted in the idea of poſſeſſing ſo noble 


a repoſitory 'of hiſtorical-as well .as genealogical 
learning, and ſo ample an account, as it doubtleſs 
maſt contain, of the Houſe of Stewart, On carry- 
ing it to the North (where it ſeems genealogy is 
ſtill read) he peruſed it with avidity: But his 
mortification was unſpeakable, when he found not 
one word either of his awn, or of at leaſt twen- 
ty ancient families more, that all crowded on his 
recollection. Being in his temper a man ſingular- 

| eee 


a 
— — — 


(a) A well known ſaying of the 7 TREDE, Mirabean, i in the 
commencement 5 the French Revolution. It has been no- 


ticed with effect, by a late admirable poet, politician, and 


moraliſt, the author of the K Purſuits _ e er Jes 
p. 433+ 77 fin. ; on 
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ly choleric, he immediately returned this * i; 
logical Hiſtory. to town. He launched out into 
many curſes on the writer, and much invective 
againſt the book; among other things roundly aſ- 
ſerting, that it was a moſt impudent catch-pen- 
ny.“ Nor did the Cardinal de York himſelf, 
innocent as he was, wholly eſcape the torrent of 
his indignation. The bookſeller, however, who 
had ſold but one copy beſides, peremptorily refu- 
ſed to take it back; and it was a fortunate circum- 
ſtance for his e ſafety, that both the Tay 
and the Forth. intervened between him and his 
angry cuſtomer. 1 
Without farther ing on a the title, 1 us pro- 
ceed to conſider the ſubſtance of your work, as a 
literary performance. Accounts of individuals, as 
it appears to me, may.be drawn up after three dif- 
ferent methods; firſt; As fimple Genealogy; ſe- 
condly, As. Biography, properly ſo called; and, 
thirdly, As Biographic Genealogy; by which may 
be underſtood an union of both. 
Of the firſt ſort the State of Evidenee. for Lord 
Galloway, proceeding from the pen of Mr Wil- 
liams, is, in my judgment, an admirable ſpecimen. 
In that work there is no perplexity of detail, no 
admiſſion of extraneous matter. The deduction of 
the various races is regular and luminous; the 
ſtyle neat and ſimple; clear, without waſting itſelf 
in diffuſion, and correct, without riſing to orna- 
ment. On the ſecond ſpecies, legitimate Biogra- 


” phy, it is needleſs to enlarge. There is no want 


of examples: in the language, ſuch as the Biogra- 
1 


Tn} 
phia Britannica, and other pleaſing collectidns. In 
regard to the third, it is more rarely to be found; 
but, if well executed, it would, in ſome ſort, poſe 
ſeſs a ſuperiority over both the others; as, while 
it admitted the character and anecdote of the one, 
it would not exclude: the technical detail of the 
other. Here an able writer would be careful to 
ſeize every advantage afforded. by the mixed na- 
ture of his work. He would exhibit his genealo- 
gies with perſpicuity: He would deduce his argu- 
ments with force; and infuſe into his narratives 
the ſpirit and elegance of correct compoſition. 
Inis laſt, Sir, if I miſtake not, is the ſtyle of 
writing you intended to attempt; and I wiſh 1 
could aſſert, confiſtently with truth, that your en- 
deavours have been attended with much ſucceſs. p 
Of the ſeveral excellencies juſt now hinted. at, 
your performance certainly poſſeſſes the firſt, viz. 
the deducing the genealogies with due preciſion: q 
But beyond this the moſt partial critic will find 1 
J 


little to Praiſe. | 

Nor is the want of ze that peryades the 
work, altogether aſcribable to the infelicity of a bar- = 
ren ſubject. It is true, in an account of individuals, | 
removed by length of time from the view, little | 
more can be ſaid than that they lived and died; 
and either the biographer or the genealogiſt per- 
forms his duty when he exhibits their pedigree, 72 
and enumerates their offspring. But the houſe of 0 
Darnley, and particularly the line of Lennox and | 
Aubigny, afford ſeveral examples of celebrated | 
characters; men not leſs amiable for their private 

virtues, 
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virtues, than eminent for the parts they ſuſtained 
on the ſtage of publie life. Sir John Stewart of 
Darnley and his brother, during the wars of a 
moſt memorable” period: their diſtinguiſned va- 
lour, their mutual attachment, and their fall, at 
length, under the walls of Orleans: Bernard Lord 
d' Aubigny, and Robert Stuart Mareſchall of 
France; their talents as ſtateſmen, and as gene- 
rals; their negociations and victories, at Rome, in 
the Milaneſe, in Calabria: James Duke 'of Len- 
nox, during our own eivil wars; his unſnhaken loy- 
alty, and virtuous attachment to an ill fated mo—ʒ 
narch: Theſe are topics, we ſhould think, that 
might have warmed the moſt frigid genealogiſt, 
who looked with reverence As gs to: __ 
anceſtors. £264 a 1 7 

Neither would I have ns you 400 from the 
true line of biographic genealogy, or encroach on 
the province of 'the hiſtorian. Yet the curious 
materials, you have collected with ſo much indu- 
ſtry, might ſurely: have been improved to far 
greater advantage. Characters from time to time 
might have been pourtrayed; manners might have 
deen delineated and the attention of the reader 
ſeized and detained, by turning it to the induction 
of general principles from an animated difplay of 
particular facts. As it is, we are ſeldom permitted 
to quit the charter-room. Or, if we ſometimes 
exchange its dreary walls for ſpots of verdure or 
proſpects of fertility, no ray enlivens them from 
P Wer ain of Ame Writer. What has been 

| Bk Si amaſſed 
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amaſſed as materials, and might very properly 8 
have ſerved as notes, is crudely thruſt into the bo- 


dy of the performance. A crowd of quotations 


motely and unconnected, French, Engliſn, and 


monkiſh Latin, deform the text, and enfeeble the 
narrative. Thus, in my mind, an effect is leſſened, 
which in more ſkilful hands would have proved 
pleaſing and inſtructive, and left ee ene che 
molt laſting on the min. F 
Of the merits of your ſtyle I am aniline to 
ſpeak ; for praiſe is a theme far more grateful than 
cenſure. It certainly does not abound, as Quinti- 
lian ſaid of Seneca's, in the dulcibus vitiis. The 


mille ornatus at leaſt do not belong to it: Far leſs 


can it be added mille decenter habet. Yet I will 


admit that it is diſtinguiſhed by a feature ſuffici- 


ently ſtriking, and peculiar: to itſelf. What any 
other man would expreſs in three words, you have 
the art of diffuſing over as many ſentences ; and, 
ſhould the ſubje& chance to be more than uſually 


intereſting, the ſame number of pages will not un- 


38 be 22 (3). This practice, how 
Te propitious 


* 8 


(2) Compoſitions of this ſpecies the French diſtinguiſh by 
an expreſſive phraſe, ane Boutique de verbiage. We, in a 
former note, p. 56.) hinted our ſuſpicion, that the author of 


the Genealogical Hiſtory had ſtudied under a writer of that 


. nation, Thaumaſſiere, his prolixity of expreſſion. But, per- 
"haps, we did him injuſtice. His exuberance may be the na- 


tive growth of his own genius. The idea, however, was not 


improbable ; although a kindred profe Non, in either author, | 
might 
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propitious ſoeverito book-making; i is moſt exhauſt- 
ing to the faculties of the reader. He fickens and 
revolts at a prolixity ſo circuitous, which, in fact, 
confounds what it was 1 ntended to elucidate. Be- 
ſides, we are forced to declare, that the volume 
before us is disfigured with provincial barbariſms, 
to a degree far beyond the neceſſity of admitting 
ſome Scottiſh phraſes into ſuch a work. Where 
legal documents muſt be exhibited, legal modes 
of expreſſion are indiſpenſable, nay they are appro- 
priate; and thoſe of Scotland, on ſuch occaſions, 
are unqueſtionably entitled to a due indulgence. 
But here the curious reader will contemplate, 
with doubt and wonder, a literary phenomenon, 
the loweſt phraſeology of the courts interlarding 
the ſtyle of the reputed author of a production, ſe- 
cond to few in the Engliſh language for reach of 
thought, ability of argument, or vigour and elo- 
quence of daten ge Feste tf men is no writer 
ELIT eee OE: TIO 4] 5 504 Sf 
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might Sls Andes a kindred a e in 42h colour 

of their ſtyle.” Gaſpard Thaumas de la Thaumaſſiere was 
an Avocat au Parlement de Paris, and wrote an Hiſtoire de 
Berry, 2 volumes, folio, in the latter 1 of the 3 or _ 
ginving of ns | anemone EE” N 


(o) The e bere allnded 1 to is certain « | 
to Lord Mansfield,” publiſhed about the year 1969, or 
1770, ſoon after the deciſion of the celebrated Douglas ca 


by the Houſe of Peers, a work, indeed, of extraordinary me- * 8 


rit. It is true, the Letters ſeem compoſed in the name f 
Androw mo 3 but * F 3 vows no | 


* 
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of North Britain (at leaſt not any tliat I kiow) 
who is wholly free from national peculiarities; 


a _— — 4 4 * 1 AY 
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claim to the honour of the performance, it being given to | 
the world wholly as anonymous. His friends, (if there be 


any ſuch), who {till believe that it proceeded from bis pen, 


may, ſince the publication of the Genealogical Hiſtory o& 
the Stewarts, ruminate on a phenomenon, which they will, 


of courſe, think is among the «aur a, the difficulties 
hard of ſolution ; a writer who, at one and the ſame time, is 
2 giant and a dwarf, a prodigy « irgngth, ang a monument 
of weakneſs. . 

Theſe Letters I have _ regarded a as by far the moſt 
maſterly among many able productions brought forth by this 
memorable trial. Of the real author, whoever he be, it 


may truly be ſaid, as Velleins Paterculus Rid concerning 


Cicero; Animo vidlit; ingento complexus e ' eloguentid illu- 


minavit. Lib. II. 6. To compoſe them, indeed, did demand 


peculiar requiſites, not eaſily united in the ſame perſon; an 
accurate acquaintance with the law in both parts of the uni- 
ted kingdom; a commanding eloquence; conſummate acute- 
neſs and profeſſional ability; and withal a keen averſion to 


the eminent perſon to whom the Letters were addreſſed, ei- 


ther the fruit of growing rivalſhip, or, it may be, of a ſenſi· 
bility deeply and deſignedly wounded. As the managers 


for the claimant in this queſtion were aided by counſel of the 
foremoſt reputation and talents in both countries, perhaps an 


enumeration of the moſt diſtingurſhed of theſe may aſſiſt the 
reader, in aſcertaining a A of ſome literary curiolity. SO 
Lawyers were; ert 20 
Mr Dunning, Lord A ſhburton. 
Mr Wedderburn, Lord Loughborough, ' 
Honoürable Mr Charles Yorke. 9 
Sir Adam Ferguſon, Si 
Mr Thomas Lockhart. © 
Sir William Nairne, Lord 3 
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and-the imprudenee of this tricture on ie 
guage may poſſibly provoke a am men 5 
into my own accuracy (5). . 
Yet, with theſe defects, che Genealoglinb Hifto- , 
ry of the Stewarts is far from being deſtitute of 
merit. As a compilation of facts, it is, in general, 
moſt ample and accurate. The deſcent. of the 
Stewarts of Darnley and Caſtlemilk is traced with 
diligence, and uncommon preciſion, through a pe- 
riod of more than ſix hundred years. The num 
ber of ancient documents, now for the firſt time ex- 
hibited to public view, implies a perſeverance and 
affiduity known only to thoſe who have been deep- 
ly engaged in fimilar purſuits. To this I will add, 
that the admirable order diſplayed in the arrange- 
ment of the ſeveral parts, the diſpaſſionate coolneſs 
(do not ſay ſtrength) preſerved in the courſe of 
the longeſt reaſonings, may ſerve as a 1 
: del to future genealogiſts, 
In an enumeration of thoſe hits of Hous 
work that juſtly merit commendation, it were un- 
candid to omit the utility of the Supplement; by 
which it appears, that the diligence of your foreign 
reſearches, but particularly at Rome, has, in one 
inſtance, riſen to ſomething more than the mere 
ee of nem apes A much 
A e 


8 
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00 Should this packing 1 gk ien e critic's at- 
| tention to thoſe words and expreſſions in this Letter, to 


which afteriſms are affixed ; and n to note (o), 
| 2 14. where a "_ apology wall be found.” 


154 ] 
| conteſted point in the =p of Scotland, viz, the 
marriages of King Robert II. with Elizabeth 


More and Euphemia Roſs, 1 acknowledge you 
| haye fairly ſettled. The two Diſpenſations, 
which you can claim the merit of obtaining from 
the Papal archives, fully diſplay the accuracy of 


Fordun, and the careleſneſs of his: continuator; 


the ignorance or inadvertency of Leſly and Bod- 


thius; and the ſuperior impudence and invention 


of Buchanan. They, beyond queſtion, are papers 


of conſiderable intereſt and curioſity: And, as it 


ſometimes happens on ſueh occaſions, the impor- 


tance of the Supplement may prove the means of 
preſerving the name of the book; as you may rea- 


ſonably hope, that it will be ae by the, future | 
hiſtorian. ©— "| _ & YAH. 


It now remains, Sir, to * a a a on the 


ſcope and general utility. of your performance. 


From the hints I have let fall, in the former part 
of this Letter, I fear that wy nee is u 
diſcovered. 17 


Yet, notwithſtanding, ; it may a proper, en ; 


I deliver it more explicitly, to make ſome remarks 
on a veneration for anceſtry, the ſentiment to 
which your ſubject, as well as ſome alben, with- 
out doubt owe their birth. 408406 


If a man, in the end of the 18th century, will 
write a book, genealogy, I ſuſpect, is of all topics 


the moſt truly unhappy, and ſuch as would re- 
quire the moſt ſplendid abilities to procure atten- 


tion. The late Mr Gibbon, eloquent as he was, 


and who really loved the ſtudy, — probably 


have 
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have failed in an attempt to render * or 


ficult to account. A reſpect for anceſt ry ori gina- | 
ted at firſt ĩn perſonal merit, and it naturally was 
eheriſhed by the feudal manners. The purpoſes 

of political influence, hich it tended to promote, 
gave an importance to the feeling, and elevated it 


to an eſteem, beyond the mere indulgence of arro- 
gance or oſtentation. Hence aroſe genealogy, and 


heraldry, and, above all, the more ſolid device of 
engrafting, on hereditary titles, the poſſeſſion of 
eertain excluſive and diſtinguiſned civil rights. 

In the progreſs of ſociety, however, the prin- 
ciple was to expetience various gradations in its 


fortune. It was to attain, in the laſt century, the 


zenith of popularity and power, and, in the pre- 


ſent, as viſibly to decline. During theſe fluctua- 


tions, it was long upheld by the influence of time 
and opinion; although commerce openly oppoſed, 
and knowledge gradually undermined it. At length, 


amidſt the aſtoniſhing innovations, which have 
lately taken place, in almoſt all our habits of think- 
ing, it has well nigh been ſwept away among the 


maſs of popular errors. Thus, by a natural revo- 
lution, talents and genius, though Rill overborne 


by wealth, have, in ſome ſort, regained their for- 


mer pre-eminence ; at leaſt, in an eſtimate of indi- 


vidual merit, men are no longer heard to inquire 


about the greatueſs of a name, or r th ge 

of a pedigree. 
Could it a priori be * that ability and. vi vir- 
tue are mee to us ad the authors of our 
Mt e exiſtence, 


generally intereſting. For this it appears nat dif-. 


i er perhaps a elde for high lineage wor of 


ſeem a rational notion, even in the eye of the phi- | 


loſopher. It is certain, that there are many phy- 


ſical truths, which we may pretty confidently be- 


lie ve, without being able concluſively to demon- 
ſtrate them: and that intellect is propagated to as 


poſitive a certainty (and perhaps, too, in as great 


a degree) as viſible and external organic conforma- 
tion, there is little doubt; although barely to 
touch on the various modifications by which the 
former proceſs is governed, would lead into an ex- 

tenſive field of phyſiological intricacy (x). With- 
out entering into elaborate inveſtigation, it will be 
granted by thoſe who eſtimate human inſtitutions 
not by their metaphyſical eſſences, but their prac- 
tical effects, that the feeling in queſtion;deſerves at 


»» 


(x) Among ak it is certain, that the intellectual 
powers are pretty uniformly continued, together with thoſe 
of the body, through different generations: Hence the high 


value, in horſes and e for 1 that i 18 —_ Soo 


on A 
| Vortes creantur fortibus et bonis : 25 


Eſt in pops eſt i in 1 1 27 
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faid © ERS But, although the N of a poet may 


not be conſidered as wholly relevant in ſuch a queſtion, the 


ſubject is certainly curious, and well deferves inveſtigation. 


There ſeems good ground for believing, that a far more uni- 
form analogy, than is generally ſuppoſed, N e 


between the human and the animal ſpecies.” 


© 
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leaſt the rank of a uſeful prejudice: and they will 
| eu iſſue with Mr Gibbon in thinking, that! rea- 
«, ſon herſelf will reſpect opinions which have been 
6, ae, by the nee of e 
00. 
It hog 8 ot; chunk of the — 
tages of birth, that he who poſſeſſed, was never 
willing to relinquiſn them, and he who was with- 
out them, the only perſon, by whom they were 
deſpiſed. The remark is doubtleſs the reſult of 
experience; and it may the more particularly 
deſerve regard, at a period when, on every ſub-, 
ject, we have far more to apprehend from a dan- 
gerous admiſſion of new opinion, than any inve- 
terate adherence to former error. A value for 
family, moderately indulged, will probably be 
found not only a harmleſs, but, on ſome occaſions, 
a beneficial. ſentiment. The aide. it ren 
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meangeſs, mat age oF dee virtue. be 3 2 
In this view, perhaps, Genealogy, as a, part of 
the ſyſtem, may come in for its ſhare of eſtima- 
tion. But, like many things ſufficiently, gratify- 
ing to the individual, it can be of no importance 
to the public. Private preſervation, therefore, 
as we have already hinted, is its true ſphere, and 
the only means by which it can be laudably, or 
eine, Fhexiſhed... Should controverſy . 
FFF competition 


— —_— —_ 


(c) See Gibbon's Poſthumous Works, vol. i. p. 3. 
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competition at any time ariſe, it ought carefully 


to be'confined to private diſcuſſion. ' If theſe ideas 


be founded in juſtice, what evidence of vanity, 


what mark of weakneſs, can be figured: more in“ 


dubitable, than to obtrude it on the world? 


From theſe obſervations, Sir, you will clearly 


perceive, that Tefteem compoſitions merely genea- 
logical, as of no general value. As literary efforts, 
they muſt neceffarily rank with thoſe of the loweſt 
denomination. Private circulation, the proper 
ſcope and ſphere of your work, being injudiciouſ- 
ly abandoned, I fear that no adequate compenſa- 


tion has been made by its public utility. The 
biographical parts, indeed, had they been differ- 


ently treated, might have produced a conſiderable 


effect; becauſe biography, in able hands, will al- 


ways pleafe, and often inſtruct. But, of what im- 
portance to the public, of what profit to the ge- 
neral reader, are exhibitions of pedigrees, or ſpe- 
cifications of titles, or proofs of conſanguinity ? 
By ſuch details, perhaps, the antiquary may be 
amuſed ; but they are purſuits too frivolous for 
the buſy, and too infipid for the idle; nor can 
they render wiſer or better the plodding TON 
who delights to cultivate them. 


When the Earl of Galloway primes the eue I 


logical Account of his Family, of which we have 
ſo often made mention, and modeſtly diftributed 
it among his friends, he ſet an example, which 


every writer on this ſpecies of antiquities would 


do well to imitate. The preſs, on that occaſion, 
12 . a 
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was uſefully, employed to fave the labour; atop 
wiſe attendant on a multiplication of copies. Thus, 
the performance was completely diffuſed through 
that circle of the community to which. alone it 
| ccd pollibly, prove intereſting... As to the pre- 
"7 ſent Letter, it, never ſhould. have appeared, had 
not you, Sir, provoked. (and, 1 think, raſhly) a 
public diſcuſſian. The writer who imagines, | 
that, by Genealog al Hiſtories of any name, he 
is able to engage the noticg of the world at large, 
will be ſpeedily undeceived. A diſtinct proſpect 
of the wide gulf of oblivion, will ſoon convince 
him, that its yawning jaws; are never ſhut, hut are 
ready to ſwallow. up. all unprofitable labours (o). 
Before I conclude an addreſs neceſſarily drawn 
out to an unuſual length, I ſhall, juſt hint at ſome 
reſlections, which I can. eafily anticipate; and 
which, by. perſons of a certain deſcription, are 
bern, ſure to be thrown. out againſt the writer: 
h reſpeQability, Sir, of 22 N bas 
ardent admirers. By has. but — by 
the latter, the whole ſtrain and tendency of this 
Letter will be deemed reprehenſible. Whatever 
may be ſaid (they will obſerve) of my arguments, 
my mode of urging them is confident- and perti- 
nacious, my attempts at ridicule ill - timed and 
i eki; 5 e above . the eee (as they 
et os! Er V 10 e 
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(6) _ Thebe Junta, et e vorqgo. 
Stat. Thebaid. L. VII. v. 382. 
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will term it) is unjuſtifiable, with which I hüte 


treated a calm and candid adverſary, under the 
ludicrous epithet of Heir-apparent and Repre- 
« ſentative of the Cardinal de York.” As to my 
review of your book, I ſuſpe it is to meet with 
equally little indulgence. The ' whole will, in 
like manner, be declared a malevolent, or, at leaft, 
a preſumptuous invective; as literary ſtrictures, 
if ſuch were merited, had been more becomingly 
left to the periodical Reviewers.—To theſe alle- 
gations, weighty as they may ſeem, my anſwer 
ſhall be conciſe, and, I hope, ſatisfactory. ee 

J have already ſtated, and I again repeat, on 
the part of Lord Galloway, that it is with ex- 


treme reluctance I have brought forward, to pu- 


blic diſcuſſion, a controverſy like the preſent. It 


was inevitably to involve perſonal details, and 1 


am fully aware it can excite no general intereſt. 

If, by an intemperate ambition for family ho- 
nours, the author of the Genealogical Hiſtory of 
the Stewarts has been induced publicly to invade 
the rights of another, and thereby drawn down a 
ridicule on himſelf, or a refutation of his argu- 
ments, is Lord Galloway to blame for ſo impru- 
dent a ſtep? If, in combating theſe arguments, 
(as urbanity and decorum have in nowiſe been in- 


fringed), ' can it juſtly be termed unbecoming or 


malevolent in me, if I have, at times, diverted 
myſelf or my ne and relieved the dryneſs 


of- 
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"Aa to 3 remaining . 1 am not en” 
= having treated unjuſtifiably either the private 
or the literary character of the gentleman i in que- 
ſtion. For the former neither Lord Galloway nor 
myſelf are without reſpect. In regard to our opi- 
nion of the latter, we preſume it does not differ 
from that already formed by the public; and it 
may eaſily be gathered from the foregoing pages. 
Of a work once given to the world every man 
may claim his right of judgment. He has the 
ſame title, although he may not have the ſame 
critical ability, as the profeſſed Reviewers, to exa- 
mine, to eſtimate, and to pronounce on its merits; 
and he unqueſtionably may exerciſe it with that 
perfect freedom, which every independent com- 
munity, but eſpecially that of letters, permits and 
ſecures to all its members. | 
Upon the whole, in a pretty full examination 
of this competition, now brought to a. cloſe, the 
preſent writer truſts it will be thought, that he 
has acted with temper, and a due impartiality. 
Of the real hue and complexion of the conteſt, it 
is probable he may be a fairer judge, than either 
of the parties. He can declare, with truth, that 
he has come forward in the cauſe from no motives 
| X 5 of 
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of intereſt, and he can have no perſonal concern 
in the iſſue. But he reſpects the Noble Earl, 
whoſe genealogical grievances were certainly con- 
fiderable, and called for a vigorous redreſs. Even 
in a queſtion, ſo private and ſo peculiar as the 
preſent, that man cannot be ſaid to be uſeleſsly, 
or at leaſt not reprehenſibly employed, who pro- 
motes the important ends of TxUrH and Jus ricx. 


I have the honour to be, Sir, 


Your moſt. obedient and humble ſervant, 


' London, | | 
iſt February 1799. & 
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5 c y. if the Patent creating Sir Alexander Stewart | 
Loy GARLIES, 1607. 5 uogs 


* ACOBUS, Dei gratia, 180 Wan Fran- 

ciæ, et Hiberniæ, Rex, Fideique Defenſor, om- 
nibus probis hominibus ſuis, ad quos præſentes li- 
teræ pervenerint, ſalutem.  Seiatis, quia alii prin- 
cipes, omnibus tranſactis ætatibus, in ſuos bpnos 
meritos ſubjectos et ſervitores, generales gradus et 
honoris titulos ac dignitates, ſeeundùm ſuorum 
meritorum qualitatem, tum pro receptoris inani- 
matione in omnibus ſuis debitis officiis continuare 
et increſcere, ſemper allocare confueverunt; et pro 
aliorum motione ſuæ recompenſationis exemplo, 
_ talemi favorem eorum bono ſervitio merere; at. 
que inde, in conſideratione boni {ervitii' nobis per 
Alexandrum Stewart de Garlies præſtiti, qui, tan- 
ti anni elapfis ab illd antigud ot nobiliſind fami- 
lid de Lennox deſcendit, virtutes quorum quidem 
prædeceſſorum tantum incrementum antiquo vio- 
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tui ſemper addiderunt, et idem æqualis eft, et ſu- 
pra et ultra redditum tantorum aliorum domino- 
rum illius dominii. Nos, igitur, reſpectu difti 


continuationis et deſcensũs difte domus de Garlies, 
et ſue nobilis proſapie, ab antiqud domo de Lennox 
derivate, reſpectuque multorum aliorum ſervitio- 
rum per ſeipſum ſuosque prædeceſſores præſtito- 


rum, dedimus et conceſſimus, tenoreque præſen- 


rium damus et concedimus, noſtram plenam com- 
miſſionem et poteſtatem, noſtro nobiliſſimo et præ- 
dilecto conſanguineo et conſiliario, Ludovico, Len- 
noxi Duci, noſtro nomine poteſtateque, et autho- 


ritate noſtrà regali, præfatum Alexandrum Stew- 
art de Garlies, DoMINuM DE GARLIEs faciendi, 


et conſtituendi, et ordinandi præfatum titulum, 
honorem, et dignitatem, per ipſum Alexandrum, 
ſuosque hæredes maſculos de corpore ſuo legitime 
ſuccedentes, antedicto victui de Garlies, omnibus 
temporibus affuturis, cum omnibus et ſingulis ho- 
noribus, privilegiis, et immunitatibus, nobilo Do- 
mino, et Baroni Parliamenti, illius dominii incum- 
bentibus; cum voto et loco apud omnia Parlia- 
menta, antiqua concilia, generalesque conventio- 
nes ſtatũs illius regni Scotiæ, poſſidendi, et gau- 


dendi. In cujus rei teſtimonium, præſentibus 
magnum figillum noſtrum apponi præcepimus, 


apud Whitehall, decimo nono die menſis Julii, an- 


no Domini, milleſimo, ſexcenteſimo ſeptimo, et 


regni noſtri, annis quadrageſimo et quinto. 


Per ſignaturam manu 8. D. N. Regis ſupra- 


ſeriptam, ac manu ſui Secretarii Regni Scotiæ, 
—ůͤͤ EE © 
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COPY of William Urry's Refignation of the Lande 
of Fulton, to the Abbot and Monks: of Paiſley, an. 
1409; from the Collections of F ather' Ha fy, in the 
Advocates 1 auen 2115 80 


122 


In Dzs yantNe; at, Per hoc procfeniy 205 
licum inſtrumentum cunctis evidenter appareat, 
quod, anno ab incarnatione Domini 1409, menſis 

-  Januarii die nono, indictione tertia Pontificatiis 
ſanctiſſimi in Chriſto Patris et Domini noſtri Do- 

mini Benedicti, divin& Providentia Papa 14 anno 

16, In mei Notarii Publici et Teſtium ſubſeripto- 

rum przeſentia perſonaliter conſtitutus Willielmus 

Urry, non vi nec metu ductus, nec errore lapſus, 

ſed ſui merk et ſpontanea voluntate, per fuſtem et 

| baculum ſurſum reddidit, pureque, fimpliciter, et 

1libere, fine fraude vel dolo refignavit; totas terras 

de Fulton, cum omnibus juſtis pertinentiis et li- 
bertatibus ad ipſas' terras ſpectantibus, vel ſibi et 
bheredibus ſuis de dictis terris ſpectare valentibus 
quomodolibet in futurum, in manibus Religioſo- 
rum Virorum Abbatis et Conventus Monaſterii de 

Paſileto, ordinis Clumacenſis, Glaſguencis Dioce- 

fis, a ſe et hæredibus ſuis in perpetuum. Et dicti 

Abbas et Conventus aſſedabunt ſuo ſigillo commu- 

| ni Capituli ſui, et etiam ſub ſigillo ipfius Abbatis, 
. dictas terras de Foron e cum neigen et omnibus aliis 
| | libertatibus, 
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libertatibus, ſecundum quod eas ante habuit, ſalvi' 
tamen reſignatione fundi et tenementi principalis 
dicto Willielmo Urry, pro tempore vitæ ſuæ tan- 
tum, pro octo Marcis uſualis monetæ regni Sco- 


tiz ſolvendis annuatim, per æquales portiones, ad 
duos anni terminos, viz. ad Feſta Pentecoſtes, et 


Sancti Martini in hiemi, Abbati et Conventui an- 


te dictis. Et inſuper, dictus Willielmus Urry re- 


nunciavit, coram dictis Abbate et Conventu, omni- 
bus evidentiis, literis, chartis, ſive indenturis, quas 


de dictis terris qualitercunque habuit, et fi de ip- 
ſius terris aliquas evidentias in poſterum in ſua cu- 
ſtodia vel alibi reperire, vel habere poterit, eas de- 
liverabit dictis Abbati et Conventui, ſine fraude, 
dolo, vel cavillatione quacunque. Ad quod etiam 
fideliter faciendum, idem Willielmus Urry eiſdem 
Abbati et Conventui juramentum preſtitit corpo- 


rale. Ad hujuſmodi vero Refignationts teſtimonium 


et fidem firmiorem, dictus Willielmus Urry figilla 
. iftorum Dominorum ſequentium, viz., Nobilium viro- 
rum Fohannis Sympill Domini Ellynſton, Domini Ro- 


berti de Maxwell, Militis, Domini de Calderwood, - 


et Fohannis Wallas, Domini Ellerſlie, buic præſenti 
inſtrumento apponi cum inſtantid procuravit. Super 


quibus omnibus et ſingulis, dicti Abbas et Conven- 


tus petierunt ſibi fieri publicum inſtrumentum, vel 


publica inſtrumenta, à me Notario Publico infra 
ſeripto. Acta ſunt hæe apud dictum Monaſterium 


| de Paſileto, in Eccleſia, ad magnum altare, anno 
die, menſe, Indictione, et Pontificatu ſupra dictis, 
pr ſentibus diftis Fohanne Seneſcallo de Caſtelmilk, 


Johanne Sympil, Domino Ellynſton, Domino R. Max- 


well, 


0 as Cie io 
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my Domino de; Calderwood,  Fohanne Wallas EL D. 


lerflie, Thoma de-Grawfurd « de Auchinnamis, Joban- 
ne. Logan Raſtalrig. Magiftro QGbriflophero Toumin-— 
fret, et Domino Waltero Brucii, Rectore et Vicario 
ecelgfiarum de Craufurd, et de Kilpatrick, Glaſpu- 
ENCIS Diecefin was ad Premiſeoncatic zecialt 
et rogatis. | 1 | 
Et ego 1 A Hawke Præſbiter, Glacgu- „ | 
encis Dioceſis Pablicus authoritate Imperiali No- | 
tarius, dictis Reſignationibus ſic factis, omnibuſque | 
alis et ſingulis dum fic ut præmittitur agerentur et 
flierent, und cum prænominatis teſtibus, preſens 
inter fui, enque fiert vidi, audivi, et in notam ane 
Et hoc præſens Publicum Inſtrumentum, propria 
manu ſeriptum, inde confeci, publicavi, et in hana 
publicam formam redegi. Hie me ſubſcripſi, fig- 
noq ue meo ſolito ſignavi, una cum appenſione figil- 
lorum Dominorum ſupradictorum, rogatus et re- 
quiſitus, in fidem et teſtimonium omnium præmiſ. 
ſorum, unà cum ren "on VI Williel- 
mi U. 0 


The cbavek is the copy of the —— to ele | 
Abbot and Monks of Paiſley referred to in p. 10g. 
As the paper was a legal inſtrument, I was unwil- 
ling to rely wholly on my own judgment concern- 

ing it, and, for that reaſon, laid it before a learned 
friend, whoſe acquirements as a ſcholar, and whoſe 
reputation as a lawyer, are equally diſtinguiſhed; 
requeſting that he would ſhortly ſtate to me his 
opinion, in writing, on the ſubject; n he ac- 
nn did as follows. . er 
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« I have attentively examined the reſignation of 


the lands of Fulton to the Abbot and Monks of 
Paiſley, as alſo Mr Andrew Stuart's remarks on 
that document. I know that of the papers in 


the Advocates Library tranſcribed by the re- 
ſpectable Father Hay, ſeveral of the originals 


have periſhed ; and that the charters of the Ab- 


bey of Paiſley are among the number. But, 
from the known accuracy and fidelity of the co- 
pies of ſuch as remain, no doubt has ever been 


entertained, that the ſame character was equally ” 


due to the tranſcripts of ſuch as are loſt. 


In regard to the objections made by Mr A. 
Stuart in his book (p. 330, 331.), there ſeems to 


me to be nothing wanting in the inſtrument, to 
which the word dif&is ſhould refer. As deeds. 


of this nature are not always written with the 


ſtricteſt grammatical preciſion, the word dicti⸗ 
may have either been inſerted per incuriam of 
the original writer; as three of the perſons here 
enumerated as witneſſes had been before na- 
med: Or, it may have been put in by the tran- 
ſcriber, who, ſeeing a number of names in the 
laſt clauſe that occurred, had, without compa- 
ring the two clauſes, judged that the witneſſes 

were all again repeated; and as, in ſuch caſes, 
it was uſual to introduce a ſecond repetition by 
dictis, it would fall uw naturally from his 


pen. 


The ſuppoſition made by Mr A. Stuart that 
the word dictis proves a part of the inſtrument 


69 be omitted, 9 to me abſurd. There is 


6 nothing 
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nothing like a chaſm in any part of the 1 
ment. But, even upon his own ſuppoſition that 
a part is omitted, this part muſt have mention- 
ed Johannes Seneſcallus de Caftlemilk, which 
would only. be the more complete evidence that 


ſuch a perſon did then exiſt. His ſecond pro- 


bability, that if this omitted part could be ſup- 
plied, it might lead to a diſcovery that John 
Stuart de Caſtlemilk was not the proper John 
Stuart de Caſtlemilk, ſeems to me the very 
height of abſurdity! | , 

In ſhort, I am of opinion, that the evidence 
furniſhed by Urry's reſignation would be held, 


even in law, a complete preſumptive proof of the 
exiſtence of John Stuart of Caſtlemilk in 1409, 
which could not poſſibly be redargued, unleſs 
by a poſitive proof (by charter for example) 


that the lands were yu the property of ſome 
other perſon.“ 


THE END. 


ERRATA, 


Page 8. 11766113 . 
— 13z. — 22. for Lord High Steward's, read Lord High Stewards, 


218. — 26. in note, for as by the far read as by far the 


— 2, COT OT ene 1 
— 29. laſt line, dele to JR. 


— 


32, line 29. for they read thus 4 9 5 


— 48. — 5: for Hamildon. read Hemildon. 
— $6. —26. in note, for la Mats ou read la Maiſon . 
— 88. — 25, — Tor eee n afrop ws; 75 

— 91. — 22. 4. for Hummingford's read Hemmingford's | | 
— 92.— 26. for time of action read time of the action 55 
— 104. — 16. ſupply the blank with the <vord Auchinnamis, 


. — 2. for de Lincherwart, read de Loncherwart, 


— 130. — 24- for ſubjoined in read ſubjoined | to 


1 31. — 28. for Line - Regiſter, read Lion-Regiſter, | 
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